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ABSTRACT 


In  February,  1963,  a  survey  of  food  preferences  was  conducted 
in  which  a  sample  of  over  20,000  men  randomly  selected  from 
among  Army  enlisted  personnel  in  the  Zone  of  the  Interi or 
participated.  Techniques  were  essential  1 y  the  same  as  those 
used  in  surveys  made  in  1950-1956.  Information  was  obtained 
about  each  respondent's  current  military  status  and  about 
certain  features  of  his  background.  Each  of  263  food  names 
was  rated  on  the  9-point  hedonic  scale  by  about  2000  men. 

For  purposes  of  analysis  the  foods  were  grouped  into  11  classes. 
The  relationship  between  preferences  and  respondent's  background 
was  examined  for  13  characteristics.  Estimates  of  the  sampling 
error  of  the  resul ts  were  developed.  The  reproduci bi  1  i ty  of 
previous  results  for  identical  foods  was  good  —  a  correlation 
of  +.94. 

The  major  presentation  of  results  is  in  the  form  of  263 
individual  food  summary  tables  and  1 1  food  class  summary  tables. 
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CHAPTER  I.  INTRODUCTION 

■  m 

A  primary  goal  of  military  feeding  is  to  provide  foods  of  maximum 
acceptability  within  the  constraints  of  cost,  availability,  and 
other  physiological,  economic,  and  Iqgistic  factors.  Acceptable 
foods  may  be  defined  as  foods  which  will  be  consumed,  and  consumed 
with  pleasure.  This  definition  implies  that  adequate  nutritive 
intake  per  se  is  i nsuff icent  wi thout  concomi tant  enjoyment.  Both 
common  sense- and  research  tell  us  that  people  will  eat  distasteful 
foods  when  alternatives  are  not  available?  if  so  we  would  have 
consumption  without  pleasure,  'But  when" al ter  natives  are  open  - — 
availability  of  Post  Exchange  snack  bars,  independent  restaurant 
facilities,  etc,  —  ignoring  pleasure  in  mi  1  i  tary  menu;. planning 
leads  to  food  rejection. 

Assessing  acceptabi 1 i ty  requires  assessing  pleasure,  A  major 
premise  of  this  study  is  that  degree  of  pleasure  can  be  inferred 
from  soldiers'  verbal  behavior,  specifically,  from  their 
introspective  reports  of  the  degree  of  liking  or  disliking  they 
have  for  each  of  many  foods  —  or  i n  short,  their  attitudes  towards 
these  foods  —  as  represented  by  the  food  names. 

The  purposes  of  the  present  report  are  to; 

1 )  Assess  soldiers*  attitudes  towards  various  foods? 

2)  Determine  the  relationship  between  these  attitudes  and 
certain  personal  and  demographic  characteristics? 

3)  Show  how  these  data  can  be  used  by  people  directly  or 
indirectly  responsible  for  Army  feeding? 

4)  Formulate  hypotheses  and  general i zations  concerning  food 
atti tudes. 

It  will  discuss  the  background  of  the  study,  describe  methods 
and  procedures,  present  the  results  for  individual  foods  and 
food  classes,  evaluate  and  simplify  the  findings,  consider 
rel iabi 1 i ty  and  measurement  problems,  and  finally,  suggest  ways 
in  which  the  results  can  be  applied. 

General  Background 

In  I960,  a  report,  "Food  Preferences  of  Men  in  the  U,S.  Armed 
Forces",  was  pqbl i shed,  ( Peryam,  et  al,  i960)  which  summarized 
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f. 

the  results  of  eight  national  surveys  of  soldiers'  food 
preferences,,  The  history  and  purposes  of  the  previous  surveys 
were  discus sed,  as  were  various  methodological  problems  of 
sampling,  quantification,  reliability  and  validity.  The 
reader  is  referred  to  that  report  for  detailed  information. 

Here  we  will  present  only  a  summary  of  the  general  background, 
applicable  to  all  surveys,  and  the  rationale  behind  the 
present  one. 

Menu  planning  for  the  Army  and  Aj r  Force  is  a  joint  affair,  A 
menu  board  has  been  established  to  devi se  Master  Menus  which 
serve  as  the  basic  plan  for  feeding  at  all  installations 
within  the  Zone  of  the  Interior,  Serving  on  the  board  are 
scientists,  technologists,  dieticians,  and  others  with  practical 
experience  in  military  food  service.  The  Master  Menu  is  a 
compendium  of  carefully  planned  daily  menus,  and  is  published 
monthly  six  months  in  advance.  Many  factors  are  considered: 
nutritional  requirements,  estimates  of  probable  acceptabi 1 i ty, 
food  costs  and  current  i  nformafion  on  the  likel  ihood  of 
availability.  This  document  becomes  the  basis  for  procurement 
of  food  supplies  and  is  a  working  guide  at  the  installation 
level  where  the  plans  are  finally  executed.  Deviations  from 
the  Master  Menu  occur  only  because  of  special  factors,  for 
example,  when  certain  foods  are  not  locally  available  or  might 
be  too;- expensive. 

No  matter  how  carefully  planned,  nutritional  1 y  balanced, 
cal orical 1 y  adequate,  and  economically  feasible  the  menus  are, 
they  fulfill  their  purpose  only  when  the  foods  are  eaten.  When 
they  are  not  eaten,  all  other  factors  remaining  constant,  poor 
acceptability  is  one  of  the  major  reasons  that  could  be  posited. 
Poor  acceptabi 1 i ty  might  be  attributable  to  various  factors, 
such  as  poor  preparation,  a  poor  attitude  toward  the  food  in 
general,  the  activity  level  of  the  men  or  a  combination  of  these 
and  many  other  factors.  We  wi 11  concentrate  upon  general 
preference  for  foods  apart  from  their  specific  quality  and 
preparation.  Previous  research  has  shown  (Schutz  and 
Kamenetzky,  1957),  that  when  people  rate  a  food  name,  they 
usually  consider  the  best  preparation  of  the  food  they  have  ever 
experienced.  A  low  preference  value  for  a  food  sets  a  low  upper 
limit  of  acceptability.  There  seems  to  be  no  limit  to  how  poor 
a  food  can  be,  but  its  maximum  acceptability  depends  upon  the 
general  attitude  toward  that  food. 
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The  primary  objective  of  the  surveys  was  to  provide  guidance 
to  menu  planners  in  regard  to  general  food  attitudes* 

Initially,  there  were  a  number  of  foods  whose  acceptability 
was  more  or  less  suspect,  and  there  was  a  need  to  confirm  or 
disprove  these  suspicions.  But  because  preference  and 
acceptability  are  relative,  it  was  necessary  not  to  concentrate 
all  effort  on  such  foods,  but  systematically  to  investigate 
most  foods  which  were  candidates  for  inclusion  in  the  Master 
Menu. 

The  first  survey  was  conducted  in  1950,  and  four  more  were 
completed  during  1950  and  1951.  In  the  following  three  years, 
three  more  surveys  were  conducted.  As  the  data  from  each  were 
analyzed,  reports  were  issued  for  use  by  military  food  service 
personnel.  In  all,  ratings  were  obtained  on  435  different  food 
names  with  at  least  2,000  soldiers  expressing  their  degree  of 
liking  or  disliking  for  each.  Most  foods  were  surveyed  only 
once,  some  were  run  two  or  three  times,  and  a  limited  number 
(5)  were  included  in  all  eight  surveys. 

The  data  from  these  surveys  proved  to  be  valuable  as  guidelines 
in  the  planning  of  menus.  But  more  than  that,  they  aided 
decisions  to  introduce  or  not  to  introduce  certain  new  foods  and 
in  selecting  foods  to  be  developed  for  various  operational 
rations.  They  have  also  made  a  contribution  to  survey 
methodology  and  measurement  theory.  Requests  for  the  survey 
reports  from  local,  state,  and  federal  governmental  agencies, 
from  food  manufacturers  and  industrial  caterers,  from 
universities  and  school  systems,  from  units  of  all  the  Armed 
Forces,  from  the  press,  and  from  many  other  types  of  organizations 
and  individuals  reflect  the  need  for,  and  interest  in,  this 
systematic  body  of  data  on  food  likes  and  dislikes.  They 
indicate  fulfillment  of  many  purposes  besides  the  initial  ones 
as  formally  stated.  The  survey  results  also  consti tute  a  major 
part  of  the  core  knowledge  for  a  food  acceptance  research 
program.  Some  of  the  problems  or  areas  of  investigation  that 
have  been  recognized  or  given  new  impetus  as  a  result  of  the 
survey  program  are;  the  inter-effects  of  foods  as  combined  into 
mealsj  the  effect  on  preference  and  consumption  of  repetitive 
serving  of -1 i mi  ted  numbers  of  foods $  the  influence  of  cultural 
and  social  factors  on  food  choices |  and  the  effect  of  unusual 
environmental  conditions  upon  patterns  of  acceptance. 
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Background  of  Present  Survey 

After  the  ei  ghth  su  rvey,  which  was  conducted  in  1 954,  the 
decision  was  made  to  discontinue  them.  It  had  been  shown  that 
average  food  preferences  remained  fairly  constant  over  a  period 
of  several  years.  Hence,  it  was  not  consi dered  necessary  to 
resurvey,  since  any  gains  in  accuracy  would  have  had  only 
marginal  value.  Moreover,  practically  all  foods  of  interest  in 
menu  planning  and  ration  development  had  been  surveyed  at  least 
once. 

Wi th  the  passage  of  time,  however,  these  considerations  became 
less  important.  First,  over  an  eight  or  nine  year  period 
preferences  for  certain  foods  could  have  changed  appreciably 
because  new  processing  and  distribution  methods  might  have 
i  ncreased  thei  r  avai  l  abi  1  i  ty  and  improved  thei  r  qua  1  i  ty 
Second,  the  Master  Menu  now  i ncl uded  many  new  foods,  and 
consideration  was  being  given  to  others,  for  which  preference 
information  was  lacking.  Third,  some  i terns  were  candidates  for 
development  for  new  operational  rations,  e.g.,  freeze-dried  and 
irradiated  foods,  and  more  precise  and  up-to-date  information 
was  desirable. 

The  methodology  of  measurement  was  generally  the  same  as  the 
previous  surveys.  Although  much  psychometric  research  was 
accomplished  in  the  years  between  the  last  survey  reported  in 
Peryam,  et^al ,  (I960)  and  the  present  one,  none  of  the  results 
could  justify  basic  changes  in  the  method  for  assessing  food 
preferences.  Retention  of  the  standard  methodology  was  also 
desirable  si  nee  i t  f aci 1 i tated  comparisons  of  the  present  with 
the  past  resul ts„ 

Thus,  the  procedural  changes  that  were  made  were  not  in 
psychometric  method,  but  in  sampling  andquestionnai re 
administration  and  i n  the  background  questions  which  obtained 
information  about  the  respondent's  personal  history  and  his 
current  military  status. 

Foods  Surveyed 

Table  1  classifies  the  263  different  food  names  surveyed  into 
three  groups,  by  food  class.  Note  that  173  foods  (65.8%)  were 
surveyed  for  the  first  time  85  (32.3%)  had  been  previously 
surveyed  with  identical  names  and  five  others  (1.9%)  were 
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control  foods,  3  term  used  to  designate  certain  foods  represent¬ 
ing  a  wi  de  range  of  preferences  which  had  been  repeated  in  every 
survey  in  order  to  provide  a  minor  check  on  the  consistency  of 
the  results.  The  actual  food  names  will  be  presented  in  later 
sections. 

Background  Characteri sties 

Five  background  characteristics  had  been  investigated  in  al 1 
previous  surveys.  These  weres  (a)  Age,  ( b)  Educati on, 

(c)  Length  of  active  federal  service,  (d)  Size  of  hometown  of 
origin*,  and, Te)  Region  of  origin,  by  geographical  area. 

The  research  program  stimulated  by  the  surveys  had  suggested 
other  variables  which  might  be  related  to  food  preferences. 
Because  of  the  nature  of  the  present  survey,  questions  on  most 
of  these  supplementary  background  factors  were  to  be  included 
independently  of  the  food  preference  survey.  These  additional 
background  factors  were; 

(f)  Component,  primarily  whether  the  man  was  an  enlistee  (RA) 
or  was  inducted  (US).  It  was  hypothesized  that  those  who 
enlist  or  make  the  Army  a  career  would  have  generally  higher 
preferences  for  foods  included  in  the  Master  Menu, 

( g)  Mil i tary  grade.  It  was  recognized  that  grade  is  to  some 
extent  related  to  component,  and  that  it  is  also  confounded 
with  agej  however,  it  was  predicted  that,  independent  of 
such  effects,  soldiers  in  the  higher  grades  would  display 
higher  preferences, 

(h)  General  technical  aptitude  score,  (GTAS),  a  type  of 
intelligence  index.  This  variable  is  partly  confounded 
with  education  which  previous  research  had  shown  to  bear 
some  relation  to  food  preferences. 

(i)  Marital  status.  This  was  considered  as  a  dichotomous 
variable  ■—  married  men  (including  those  separated  from  their 
wives)  as  contrasted  with  single  men  (including  widowers). 

(j)  Separate  rations  allowance.  This  variable  is  highly  related 
to  marital  status,  although  many  single  personnel  do  have  a 
separate  rations  allowance  and  many  married  persons  (for 
example,  those  whose  wives  do  not  live  near  the  installation) 
do  not. 

*  Cal  led  "Hometown  Type"  in  present  report. 
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(k)  Father's  highest  level  of  education,,  The  educational  level 
of  the  father  could  be  related  to  the  range  of  a  person's 
food  experiences,  and  these  experiences  in  turn  could  shape 
food  attitudes. 

(l)  Living  in  barracks  vs  other  place.  Again,  this  factor  is 

probably  highly  related  to  marital  status  and  to  separate 
rations  allowance.  It  was  expected  that  all  three  variables 
would  be  related  to  food  preferences  in  the  same  way.  ! 

(m)  Army  Area.  It  was  deemed  desirable  to  analyze  preferences 

according  to  the  Army  area  in  which  respondents  were  '  './d 

assigned.  If  they  were  found  to  vary,  to  that  extent  one 
could  expect  vari abi 1 i ty  in  acceptance.  Variation  among 
areas  might  be  due  to  many  factors,  •including  not  only 
differences  in  the  demographic  composition  of  personnel, 

but  al so  differences  i n  climate,  or  in  general  types  of 
activity.  The  existence  of  such  variations  would  indicate 
the  desi reabi 1 i ty  of  allowing  more  local  discretion  in 
planning  the  use  of  certain  types  of  food. 

The  specific  categories  used  for  each  background  factor  will  be 
discussed  later. 


Table  1.1  Glassification  of  Foods  Surveyed 

Surveyed 


Food  C 

lass 

First 

Time 

Resur¬ 

veyed 

Controls 

i  Total 

I. 

Accessory 

Foods 

33 

'  '  ''  ^  '.6'".":  ... 

0 

39 

II. 

Beverages 

16 

:  5 

1 

22 

III. 

Breads 

2 

0 

9 

IV. 

Cereal s 

2 

2 

0 

4 

V. 

Desserts 

28 

14 

1 

43 

VI. 

Frui ts 

9 

4 

0 

13 

VII. 

Main  Dish< 

42 

21  ,  - 

1 

64 

VIII. 

Potatoes  i 

and  Starches 

6 

v-v  6, 

o 

12 

IX, 

Salads 

16 

8 

0 

24 

X. 

Soups 

12 

4 

0 

16 

XI. 

Vegetable; 

5 

_ 2 

13  :  • 

2 

17 

Total 

173 

85 

5 

263 

CHAPTER  2.  METHODOLOGY 


This  chapter  is  divided  into  three  sections;  sampling, 
administration  of  questionnaires,  arid  psychometric  methods. 

The  procedures  described  in  the  first  two  sections  were  to  a 
large  extent  different  from  those  employed  in  earlier  surveys. 

The.  psychbmetfic  .methods,  however^  remai  ned  essential  1  y  the  same>  - 
differing  primarily  because  of  the  context  in  which  they  were 
embedded.  !v  '  'rr-  h  V 

%  >  f  '  i-  \  6  ■ ,  :  ■j'.-T*! 


1.  SAMPLING 


In  both  the  previous  and  present  surveys  the  sampl  ifig  fiieitHods 
were  intended  to  insure  that  the  respondents  sel ecte.rf: wefe 
representative  of  the  defined  population;  all  enlisted  Mite 
personnel  within  the  Zone  of  the  Interim  pfactfcej th i s 
definition  was  modified  because  of  administrative  reasons. 
These  modifications  will  be  described,  ■ 

Previous  Surveys  ; 


Previous  surveys  used  art  adaptation  of  the  Method  of  block 
sampling  which  is  used  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Census  in  making  its 
population  surveys.  It  involved  stratified  multi-stage 
systematic  sampling  with  the  sampl ing  adjusted  so  that  the 
a  priori  probabi 1 i ty  of  an  individual's  being  selected  was  the 
same  regardless  of  his  unit  or  location  within  the  Zone  of  the 
Interior.  The  sampling  rates  varied  only  in  minor  details  from 
survey  to  survey.  The  third  survey  will  be  described  as  an 
illustrative  ease. 


Three  stages  were  involved  in  selecting  the  final  sample. 

Selection  of  Installations.  AM  Army  installations  in  the 
United  States  having  an  enlisted  strength  of  more  than  500 
men  were  divided  into  four  groups  according  to  size.  All 
installations  in  the  highest  size  category  were  included  in 
the  survey,  as  were  one-half  of  the  installations  in  the 
second  highest,  one- third  of  those  in  next  group,  and  one- 
fifth  of  the  lowest  strength  installations.  This  selection 
was  accomplished  by  taking  each  size-group  and  dividing  it 
into  two,  three  or  five  subgroups,  depending  upon  the  strength. 
The  sub-groupings  were  made  in  such  a  way  that  the  install¬ 
ations  within  subgroups  were  comparable  in  respect  to  location 
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(major  geographical  area)  and  type  of  mi  1 itary  activity. 

From  each  subgroup,  one  installation  was  selected  at  random 
for  surveying. 

2.  Selection  of  Units  within  Installations.  Within  a  given  ; 
installation,  al 1  units  submitting  individual  morning  reports 
were  1  i  sted  i  n  order  of  thei  r  si  ze,  those  wi  th  400  men  or 
more  separately  from  those  with  fewer.  All  the  larger  units, 
were  included  in  the  sample.  The  sampling  for  the  smaller 
units  was  determined  in  relation  to  the  size-group  of  the 
installation.  In  the  hi ghest-strength  installations,  the 
sampling  ratio  of  small  units  was  one-tenth;  in  the  next 
highest,  i  t  was  one-sixth,  in  the  third  highest,  one-fourth; 
and  in  the  lowest,  all  small  units  were  selected.  A 
systematic  random  sampl ing  method  was  used  in  selection  of 
units. 

3.  Selection  of  Individual  Respondents.  Selection  within  a  unit 
was  based  upon  the  morning  report.  The  first  individual  was 
selected  by  a  predetermined  random  start;  then,  every  nth 
name  was  taken,  n  being  determined  by  the  sampling  ratio  for 
the  uni t. 

a.  In  the  hi ghest-strength  instal 1 ati ons,  the  sampling  ratio 
for  individuals  was  1/6  in  the  smal ler  ( 400  or  fewer  men) 
units  which  had  been  previously  selected.  The  ratio  was 

1 /60  for  the  larger  units. 

b.  The  comparable  ratios  for  the  next  hi ghest-strength 
installations  were  1/5  for  smaller  units  and  1/30  for 
larger  uni ts. 

c.  For  the  third  hi ghest-strength  installations,  they  were 
1/5  and  1/30. 

d.  For  the  smal 1 est-strength  installations,  both  ratios  were 

1/12. 

Present  Survey 

Selection  of  a  purely  random  sample,  e,g„,  by  means  of  Army 
personnel  serial  numbers,  was  impracticable  earlier  because  of 
the  labor  that  would  have  been  involved  not  only  in  selecting 
the  sample  but  also  in  conducting  the  surveys.  These  two 
objections  were  less  valid  in  the  case  of  the  present  survey. 
Whereas  before  questionnaires  were  admi ni stered  by  special  1 y 
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trained  personnel,  in  the  present  survey  they  were  largely  self- 
administered.  Pure  random  sampling,  however,  was  not  possible. 

For  example,  the  time  between  selection  of  an  individual  and 
administration  of  the  questionnaire  could  have  been  several  weeks. 
During  this  interval,  the  person  might  have  become  unavailable 
because  of  transfer,  discharge,  or- other  reasons.  Moreover,  an 
excessive  administrative  burden  would  have  been  placed  upon  each 
installation. 

A  systematic  random  sampling  method  was  chosen  as  the  best 
alternative.  Respondents  were  selected  for  the  survey  by  the 
last  two  digits  of  the  Army  service  number.  Numbers  were  selected 
so  as  to  sample  approximatel y  five  percent  of  Army  enlisted  men. 
The  digits  chosen  were  09,  29,  49,  69,  and  89.  In  addition,  all 
men  in  grades  E-l  and  E-2  with  service  numbers  ending  i  n  03  were 
taken,  since  often  a  disproportionate  number  of  men  in  these 
grades  were  not  available  because  of  high  leave  rates  and  high 
numbers  at  reception  and  replacement  stations. 

Departures  From  Randomness 

In  both  surveys,  certain  categories  of  individuals  were  eliminated 
by  the  selection  procedures,  including  transient  personnel 
assigned  to  reception  stations,  overseas  replacement  stations, 
transfer  stations,  or  actually  enroute  to  and  from  overseas 
commands;  patients  assigned  to  medical  holding  detachments;  Army 
National  Guard  and  United  States  Army  Reserve  personnel  on 
active  duty  for  training;  and  personnel  in  confinement.  In 
addition,  some  persons  always  seem  to  have  a  way  of  avoiding 
surveys,  although  this  percentage  is  small.  Finally,  some  loss 
of  questionnaires  may  have  occurred  in  mailing  or  shipping,  and 
administrative  personnel  in  some  uni ts  might  have  misunderstood 
the  instructions,  or  might  not  have  rigorously  followed  them. 


2,  SURVEY  ADMINISTRATION 

Perhaps  the  most  important  difference  between  the  previous  and 
the  present  surveys  was  in  the  administration  of  the  questionnaires 

Previous  Surveys 


The  field  work  in  all  previous  surveys  was  conducted  by  the  Field 
Evaluation  Agency,  Fort  Lee,  Virginia,  Military  test  teams  from 
this  Agency  visited  each  i nstal 1 ati on,  selected  the  specific 
sample  according  to  the  sampling  plan,  organized  the  sessions. 


and  administered  the  questionnaires.  Schedules  of  classes  were 
set  up  and  the  respondents  notified  when  to  report. 

Each  session  began  wi  th  an  orientation  designed  to  foster  the 
mens'  interest  and  cooperation  and  to  allay  any  possible  mis¬ 
givings.  After  the  questi onnai res  were  handed  out,  the  monitor 
led  the  class  in  filling  out  the  background  information  page 
and  answered  questions  as  necessary.  Instructions  on  completing 
the  food  preference  sect i on  were  pri nted  on  the  questi onnai  res, 
and  were  also  reviewed  oraily. 

Present  Survey 

The  present  survey  was  conducted  within  the  framework  of  the 
Sample  Survey  of  Military  Personnel,  as  detailed  in  Army 
Regulations  (AR)  600-45. 

The  Sample  Survey  is  a  periodic  survey  required  by  Headquarters, 
Department  of  the  Army.  Its  purpose  is  to  provide  information  to 
assist  the  Headquarters  and  Department  of  the  Army  agencies  in 
planning  budget  requirements,  establ i shi ng  personnel  policies, 
supporting  proposed  legislation,  answering  inquires  from  Congress 
and  Government  agencies,,  and  determining  attitudes,  opinions, 
and  characteristics  of  Army  personnel, 

Admi  ni  strati  ve /Responsi  bi  1  i  ti  es.  The  Chief,  Office  of  Personnel 
Operations,  was  responsible  f or  moni tor i ng  the  over-all  survey 
and  for  developing  procedures  for  data  collection.  Processing, 
analyzing,  and  publishing  the  survey  results  is  ordinarily 
handled  by  the  same  office,  but  in  the  present  case  the  responsi¬ 
bility  for  these  tasks  was  assumed  by  the  Armed  Forces  Food  and 
Container  Institute  (presently  a  part  of  the  U.S.  Army  Natick 
laboratories)  upon  agreement  wi th  the  Office  of  Personnel 
Operations. 

Major  commanders  were  responsible  for  the  operation  of  the  survey 
in  the  field  and  for  the  return  of  the  survey  data  to  the 
Adjutant  General.  Adjutants  General  and  Adjutants  at  all  echelons 
were  responsible  to  their  commanders  for  staff  and  technical 
supervision  of  the  unit  personnel  sections  which  administered  the 
survey  at  the  unit  level  and  for  establishing  adequate  controls 
to  insure  that  prompt  distribution  of  the  questionnaires  was  made 
to  the  unit  personnel  officers. 

Unit  personnel  officers  were  responsible  for  processing  the  survey 
at  the  unit  level.  These  responsibilities  included  completing 
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the  questionnaire  items  to  be  answered  from  personnel  records, 
administering  the  questionnaires  to  respondents,  reviewing  them 
for  accuracy  and  completeness,  reporting  the  reason  if  a 
respondent  was  not  available,  and  transmi tting  the  questionnaires 
to  one  of  the  ei ght  Army  Area  Data  Processi ng  Uni ts  by  the  due 
date  of  the  survey. 

Data  Processing. Uni t  commanders  were  responsible  for  preparing 
master  control  rosters  of  personnel  to  be  included  in  the  survey 
for  each  organization  serviced,  for  auditing  completed  question¬ 
naire  forms,  for  preparing  punched  cards  from  the  questionnaire 
forms,  and  for  preparing  punched  cards  for  non-avai 1 abl es. 

Distribution  of  Questionnaires.  Questionnaires  were  distributed 
by  the  Adjutant  General  to  the  Data  Process!  ng  Uni ts  i n  the  Zone 
of  the  Interior.  The  Units,  in  turn,  forwarded  the  question¬ 
naires,  together  with  a  list  of  names  and  service  numbers  of  the 
personnel  to  be  surveyed,  to  each  organization. 

Finally,  unit  personnel  officers  screened  all  personnel  records 
to  identify  eligible  individuals  who  might  not  have  appeared  on 
the  rosters  submitted  by  the  Data  Processing  Units. 

Completion  of  Questionnaires.  There  were  10  items  which  were 
completed  by  the  personnel  clerk  from  appropriate  records.  These 
items  dealt  with  such  matters  as  component  (RA,  US),  length  of 
active  federal  military  service,  present  grade.  General  Technical 
Aptitude  Score,  etc..  The  respondent  then  completed  the  remainder 
of  the  questionnaire  under  supervision  of  an  officer.  Typically, 
administration  was  in  groups  and  one  assistant  supervisor  was 
provided  for  each  10-15  respondents. 

To  a  large  extent,  the  questionnaires  were  sel f -admi ni stered, 
although  the  monitors  provided  varying  degrees  of  explanation 
and  assistance.  Monitors  were  instructed  to  avoid  leading 
respondents  to  answer  in  specified  ways.  Whereas  test  teams 
in  previous  surveys  all  received  the  same  training  prior  to  going 
to  the  field,  reliance  here  was  placed  upon  the  ability  of  unit 
personnel  to  administer  the  questionnaires  without  additional 
training  other  than  written  instructions. 

All  field  work  was  done  during  February  and  March,  1963. 
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3.  QUESTIONNAIRE  FORMS 


Format  and  Content 

Seven  four-page  food  preference  forms  were  printed  as  inserts 
in  the  Sample  Survey  questionnai res.  Each  insert  contained 
the  names  of  40  foods.  The  different  forms  were  systematically 
rotated  to  insure  an  even. di stri buti on  throughout  the  country. 
The  respondent  was  instructed? 

"For  each  food  in  the  following  list,  circle  the  one 
phrase  that  best  tells  how  much  you  like  or  dislike 
it.  If  you  never  tried  a  food  anytime  in  your  life,  circle 
"Not  Tried", 


For  control  purposes  some  foods  appeared  in  more  than  one 
form.  Hence,  although  there  was  a  total  of  280  food  names  (7 
forms  times  40  foods  per  form),  the  number  of  different  foods 
was  only  263, 

The  Sampl e  Survey  questionnai re  which  was  completed  by  all 
respondents  included  47  items  dealing  with  such  topics  as 
number  and  type  of  dependents,  housing  transfers,  recreational 
interests,  etc.,  in  addition  to  the  background  questions  to  be 
described  more  fully  later. 

Assignment  of  Foods 

Foods  were  assigned  to  the  seven  forms  randomly,  but  with  some 
restrictions.  There  were  some  sets1  of  foods  with  closely 
similar  names,  deliberately  chosen  in  order  to  test  the  effect 
of  name  variations  upon  preference.  It  was  considered  desir¬ 
able  to  include  each  of  these  foods  in  a  separate  form.  Examples 
of  these  groups  of  foods  were?  canned  orange  juice,  frozen 
orange  juice,  and  instant  orange  juicej  hot  chocolate  (self- 
prepared)  and  hot  chocolate  (from  dispenser)}  instant  coffee 
and  coffee}  garlic  French  bread  and  French  bread}  raspberry  jello, 
raspberry  gelatin,  and  raspberry  gelatin  with  bananas}  creamed 
dried  chipped  beef  on  toast  and  creamed  ground  beef  on  toast. 

In  addition,  two  control  foods  (iced  coffee  and  fresh  sliced 
tomatoes)  appeared  in  two  forms,  one  (bread  pudding)  appeared  in 
three  forms}  and  two  (spaghetti  and  meat  balls,  and  buttered 
turni ps)  appeared  in  all  seven. 
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Once  the  food  names  were  assigned  to  forms  the  sequence  in 
which  they  appeared  was  randomly  determined. 

Description  of  Questionnaire  Items  and  Assignment  of  Codes 
and  Weights  — .  —  ■ 

Food  Preferences;  The  rating  categories  and  the  respective 
scoring  weights  were  as  follows; 


Scori ng 

Category  Weight 


Like  extremely  9 
Like  very  much  8 
Like  moderately  7 
Like  slightly  6 
Neither  like  nor  dislike  5 
Dislike  slightly  4 
Disl ike  moderate! y  3 
Dislike  very  much  2 
Dislike  extremely  1 


Peryam,  et  al  (I960)  discussed  the  methodological  background 
of  this  seal e  and  the  scori ng  method  in  a  comprehensive  manner. 
Many  frequency  distributions  are  not  normally  distributed.  The 
wel 1 -1  iked  foods  are  negatively  skewed,  and  the  distribution 
approaches  normality  only  as  the  mean  rating  approaches  tf5". 

The  reader  is  referred  to  the  Peryam  report  for  further  details 
on  the  following  psychometric  considerations; 

(a)  Correlation  between  mean  rating  and  variance  (at  least  -0.90, 
and  the  higher  the  mean  rating,  the  less  the  variance.) 

( b)  Use  of  transformations  or  seal e  wei ghts  ( general ly  not 
worthwhile  because  of  extremely  high  correlation  between 
the  simple  weights  indicated  above  and  weights  derived  from 
seal ing. ) 

(c)  Relative  avoidance  by  respondents  of  certain  categories 

(  e«  9»  *  "nei  the r  1  ike  nor  di  si  ike;  and  11  di s  1  i ke  moderate!  y11 . ) 

( d)  Use  of  the  scale  as  a  paired  comparison  measure  (how  to  infer 
what  percent  of  respondents  prefer  one  food  over  another 
from  the  mean  cjiffqrence  in  scale  ratings  between  two  foods.) 
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(e)  Determination  of  the  length  of  scale  (number  of  ratings 
categories) . 

(f)  Determination  of  questionnaire  length  (number  of  different 
foods) . 

( g)  Scale  direction  effects  (comparison  of  the  effects  of 
arranging  the  scale  categories,  left  to  right,  from  dislike 
extremel y  to  like  extremely  rather  than  in  the  reverse  ” 
order). 

(h)  Selection  of  the  specific  scale  categories  finally  adopted. 

Research  conducted  since  1954  both  under  government  sponsorship 
and  by  others  failed  to  demonstrate  that- the  use  of  al ter nati ve 
methods,  categories,  or  weighting  systemswoul d  increase  the 
precision  or  meani ngful ness  of  the  results. 

Background;  The  verbatim  questions  from  which  background  data 
were  derived  are  shown  in  the  appendix  (p.1l4).  (Army  Area  was 
separately  indicated  on  punched  cards  by  the  Data  Processing 
Uni  ts) . 

In  the  case  of  some  factors  (e.g.,  age  wi th  40  cl  asses)  categories 
were  combi ned  in  order  to  yield  a  smaller  number  for  analysis. 
Analyses  of  the  relationships  between  background  factors  and 
food  preferences  required  at  least  100  respondents  per  category. 
When  categories  were  combined,  it  was  done  in  such  a  way  so  as  to 
yield  groups  as  nearly  equal  in  frequency  as  possible. 

For  some  background  factors,  particularly  where  the  categories 
were  of  a  discrete  nature,  they  could  not  be  combined.  For 
example,  fewer  than  1 00  men  who  completed  each  form  were  raised 
in  Alaska  or  Hawaii,  but  there  was  no  logical-  way  to  combi  ne 
these  states  with  other  sparse  cel  1 s.  Consequently,  some 
categories  had  to  be  el i mi na ted  from  further  analyses  because  of 
the  small  sample  sizes. 

The  next  chapter  contai ns  frequency  distributions,  by  questionn¬ 
aire  form,  for  each  background  factor.  The  codi ng  actual  1 y  used 
in  the  analysis  is  also  given. 
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CHAPTER  3.  DESCRIPTION  OF  RESULTS 

A  total  of  19,634  completed  questionnaires  were  received.  Of 
this  number,  1 . 6%  were  el imi nated  ei ther  because  of  large 
numbers  of  omissions  of  ratings  or  because  6f  abnormal  1 y 
consistent  rating  patterns.  Examples  of  the  latter  were 
questionnaires  in  which  all  ratings  on  a  page  were  identical 
or  where  ratings  fol lowed  a  definite  pattern  page  after  page. 

This  chapter  describes  the  sample  in  terms  of  the  frequency 
distributions  for  each  background  factor  according  to 
questionnaire  form  and  over  all  forms.  It  also  provides  an 
overview  of  the  analysis  and  presentation  of  the  definitive 
survey  results,  but  does  not  give  detailed  information  about 
individual  foods.  Chapter  5  has  that  function, 

1.  DISTRIBUTIONS  ON  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  '  ‘ 

Tables  3.1  through  3. 13  show,  for  each  of  the  1 3  background 
factors,  the  percentages  of  respondents  in  each  category  for 
each  of  the  seven  questionnaire  forms.  The  actual  'numbers  of 
men  completing  each  form  are  shown  only  in  Table  3,1. 

The  forms  did  not  differ  significantly  from  one  another  in  the 
frequency  distributions  for  any  of  the  background  factors} 
which  indicates  that  the  assignment  of  the  forms  was  essentially 
random.  The  figure  in  the  MOtherM  column  in  each  table  includes 
both  the  percent  of  men  for  whom  the  specific  background- 
information  was  not  available  and  the  percent  in  categories 
having  fewer  than  100  respondents  For  the  given  form  of  the 
questionnaire. 

The  frequency  distributions  of  five  of  these  factors  —  area 
or  origin,  hometown  type,  age,  length  of  service,  and 
education  ■—  are  compared  with  those  obtained  i n  previ ous 
surveys,  and  the  implications  of  the  differences  in  distributions 
are  discussed  in  Chapter  4, 
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Table  3.1  Frequency  DistHbutions  of  Respondents  by  Army 
Area  Accordi  rig  to  Questi  onnai  re  Form 


Army  Area 

Form  T - 2  3  4  5  5  T  8  Other  Sample 


f  III 

No. 

o/ 

/© 

% 

% 

% 

% 

% 

% 

% 

% 

Size 

1 

2 

6. 6 

14.7 

25.1 

19.0 

10.7 

10.4 

7.3 

5.9 

0.3 

2833 

7.1 

13.6 

25.0 

24.4 

18.5 

11.5 

10.9 

7.0 

6.1 

0.3 

2815 

3 

4 

7.0 

14.3 

19.2 

11.0 

10.5 

7.6 

5. 8 

0.2 

2825 

6.9 

14.4 

25.4 

18.8 

10.6 

10.0 

7.6 

6.2 

0.1 

2750 

5 

6.8 

15.0 

25.2 

19.3 

10. 1 

10.5 

7.4 

5.7 

0.0 

2721 

6 

6.7 

15.1 

25.2 

19.4 

9.9 

1  o.  5 

7.5 

5.5 

0.2 

2710 

7 

6.5 

14.8 

25.8 

19.3 

9.8 

10.4 

7.3 

5.9 

0.2 

2763 

Total 

6.8 

14.6 

25.1 

19.1 

10.5 

10.5 

7.4 

5.9 

0.1 

19,327 

Code: 

1  -6= 

Army  Areas  1 

-6. 

7=  Military  District  of  Washington 
8*  Nike  si tes 

Table  3.2  Frequency  Distributions  of  Respondents  by  Region 
of  Qri  gin  According  to  Questionnaire  Form 


Region  of  Origin 


Form 

1 

2  3 

5 

6 . 

7 

8 - 

Other 

No. 

% 

%  % 

% 

% 

% 

% 

% 

'  "  m"mm  ' 

1 

10.7 

5.8  5.4 

13. 1 

21.2 

23.9 

4.9 

15.0 

2 

9.8 

6.1  4.8 

14.1 

21.3 

24.0 

5.3 

14.6 

3 

9.3 

6.5  5.3 

13.7 

20.8 

25.3 

5.1 

14.0 

4 

11.0 

4.9  5.4 

13.7 

21,5 

24. 1 

5.5 

1 3.9 

5 

10.1 

6.4  5.2 

13.9 

20. 1 

25.3 

4.9 

14.1 

6 

10.1 

5.4  5.1 

13.2 

23.1 

23. 1 

4.7 

15.3 

7 

9.8 

6.3  5.9 

13.9 

20.6 

24.7 

4.4 

14.4 

Total 

10.1 

5.9  5.3 

1 3.7 

21.2 

24.3 

5.0  ‘ 

14.5 

Code: 

1=  South 

Central 

6=  South  East 

2s  Southwest 

7=  East  Central 

3=  Great 

P 1  ai ns 

8=  New  England 

5=  Middle 

West 

Table  3.3  Frequency  Distributions  of  Respondents  by 

Hometown  Type  Aceordi nq  to  Questionnaire  Form 


Hometown  Type 


Form 

1 

2 

3 

— zr~ 

5  ' 

~~T~ 

-  7  - 

~~T~ 

Other 

No. 

% 

% 

% 

% 

% 

% 

% 

% 

■v 

/Q 

/O 

1 

20.  8 

10.9 

10.4 

16.2 

12.8 

1 1 .7 

8.2 

5.3 

3.7 

2 

22.  1 

11.2 

8.8 

1 6,4 

12.9 

1 1.2 

9.5 

4.7 

3.2 

3 

21.0 

11.4 

9.7 

16.0 

13.2 

12.4 

7.7 

5.1 

3.5, 

4 

20.7 

11.2 

9.7 

17.0 

13.4 

11.6 

9.0 

4. 0 

3.4 

5 

19.7 

11.2 

9.6 

16.7 

13.9 

11.8 

9.3 

4.5 

3.3 

6 

20.4 

11.2 

10.  1 

1 6. 8 

13.1 

11.1 

8.5 

4.7 

4.1 

7 

21.8 

U.9 

9.8 

15.8 

1  1 ;  8 

11.1 

9.3 

4.8 

3.7 

Total 

20.9 

Codes' 

11.3  9.8 

1 =  Farm 

1 6. 4 

13.0 

11.6 

8.8 

4.7 

3.5 

2=  Country,  but  not  a  farm 
3=  Town,  less  than  2500 
4=  Town  or  small  city,  2500-25,000 
5=  City,  25,000-100,000 
6=  Large  Ci ty,  1 00, 000-1 , 000, 000 
.7-  Very  large  city,  over  1 ,000,000 
8=  Suburb  of  large  or  very  large  city 

Table  3.4  Frequency  Distributions  of  Respondents  by 
Age  Group  According  to  Questionnaire  Form 


Age  Group 


Form 

1 

2 

3 

5 — 

5 

6 

7 

% 

Other 

No. 

% 

% 

% 

% 

% 

_% 

% 

/o 

1 

17.6 

21.6 

20.4 

13.1 

9.5 

6.8 

8.1 

2.9 

2 

17.8 

20.2 

21.2. 

13.9 

9,3 

7.0 

7.6 

3.0 

3 

16.8 

21.8 

20.8 

12.2 

10.1 

7.0 

8.9 

2.4 

4 

19.1 

20.5 

21.3 

12.3 

8.8 

6.9 

8.6 

2.5 

5 

18.6 

22.1 

20.0 

11.8 

9.9 

7.0 

8.2 

2.4 

6 

1 6.4 

21.0 

22.0 

12.2 

9.7 

6.8 

8.6 

7.6 

3.3 

7 

18. 1 

24.2 

20.2 

12.2 

9.© 

5.8 

2.9 

Total 

17.8 

21.6 

20.8 

12.5 

9.5 

6.8 

8.2 

2.8 

Codes 

1=  17 

-19 

3=  23 

-24 

5  = 

30-34 

7=  40  and  over 

2=  20 

-22 

4  =  25-29 

6= 

35-39 

18: 


Table  3,5  Frequency  Distributions  of  Respondents  by  Length 
of  Service  Group  According  to  Questionnai  re  Form 


Length  of  Service  Group 


Form 

'  1 

2 

3 

- 

5 

6 

7 

Other 

No. 

% 

% 

% 

% 

% 

% 

% 

% 

1 

13.2 

10.4 

26,7 

16.5 

5.0 

6.7 

18. 1 

3.4 

2 

13.8 

12.3 

25.9 

14.0 

4.9 

7.0 

18.0 

4. 1 

3 

14. 1 

10.3 

26.1 

16.0 

4.8 

7.3 

18.2 

3.2 

4 

13.3 

12.1 

25.1 

17.1 

4.5 

6.1 

18.5 

3.3 

5 

13.^ 

11.9 

25.7 

15.8 

5.1 

6.9 

18.1 

3.1 

6 

13,2 

9.8 

26.2 

16.5 

4.5 

7.0 

1 8.7 

4,1 

7 

14.1 

11.8 

25.7 

16.9 

4.8 

5.6 

17.0 

4.1 

Total 

13.6 

1  1 .2 

25.9 

16.1 

4.9 

6.7 

18.1 

3.5 

Code;  1 =  Less  than  6  months 

2=  Six  months,  less  than  one  year 
3=  One  year,  less  than  2  years 
4=  Two  years,  less  than  6  years 
5=  Six  years,  less  than  10  years 
6=  Ten  years,  less  than  15  years 
7=  Fifteen  years  or  more 

Table  3.6  Frequency  Distributions  of  Respondents  by 

Mi  1 i  tary  Grade  According  to  Questionnai re  Form 


Mi  1 i tary  Grade 


Form 

"V 

2 

3 

4 

5 

7 

Other 

No. 

% 

% 

% 

% 

% 

% 

% 

% 

1 

8.8 

12.2 

25,8 

17.6 

13.8 

10.9 

6.0 

4.9 

2 

9.4 

14.2 

25.2 

15.3 

14.2 

10.6 

6.0 

5.1 

3 

9.3 

12.5 

25.0 

17.0 

14,2 

11.1 

6,2 

4.7 

4 

9.0 

13.1 

26.0 

16.9 

15.4 

8.8 

6.2 

4.6 

5 

9.0 

13.5 

26.0 

15.7 

14.7 

11.0 

5.4 

4.7 

6 

8.9 

12.6 

26.0 

16.5 

14. 1 

10,3 

6.1 

5.5 

7 

9.7 

13.1 

26.0 

16.5 

14,9 

9.8 

4.9 

5,1 

Total 

9.2 

13.0 

25.7 

16.6 

14.5 

10.4 

VJT 
*  * 

00 

4.8 

Code; 

1=  E- 

1 

4=  E 

:-4 

II 

m 

-7 

2=  E- 

2 

5=  E 

-5 

Table  3.7  Frequency  Distributions  of  Respondents  by  General 
Tech hi  ca  l  Apti tude  Score  ( G  TAS j  Group  Accor di ng 
to  Questionnaire  Form 


GTAS 

Group 

Form 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6  Other 

No. 

% 

% 

% 

% 

% 

%  % 

1 

5.6 

9.1 

1 6.7 

20.4 

.  .  .  i 

33.7 

8.7  5.8 

2 

4.9 

8.6 

17.9 

20.0 

34.5 

7.7  6.4 

3 

4.9 

9.3 

17.4 

19.9 

33.6 

9.3  5.6 

4 

6.2 

9.8 

15.9 

22.5 

32.0 

8.1  5.5 

5 

5.3 

9. 1 

18.5 

21.2 

33.1 

7.2  5.6 

6 

5.9 

9.3 

1 8.2 

21.3 

31.6 

7.9  5.8 

7 

4.5 

8.8 

17.0 

21.9 

32.7 

9.2  5.9 

Total 

5.3 

9.1 

17.4 

21.0 

33.1 

8.3  5.8 

Code: 

1  - 
2  = 
3  = 

79  and 

80-89 

90-99 

lower 

4= 
5  = 
6= 

100-109 

110-129 

1 30  and  hi gher 

Table  3.8  Frequency  Distributions  of  Respondents  by 

Educati on  Group  According  to  Questi onnai re  Form 


Education  Group 


Form 

' :  3 

- 1 — 

5 

6 

Other 

No. 

% 

% 

% 

% 

% 

1 

18.2 

51.1 

1 0. 6 

6.1 

14.0 

2 

17.0 

52.0 

9.6 

7.2 

14.2 

3 

18.3 

51.6 

9.2 

6. 8 

14. 1 

4 

19.1 

51.1 

8.9 

6,0 

14.9 

5 

18.9 

52.3 

9.5 

5.3 

14.0 

6 

17.2 

52.7 

8.9 

6.1 

15.1 

7 

19.7 

51.8 

9.9 

6.4 

12.2 

Total 

18.3 

\J1 

O 

00 

9.5 

6.3 

14. 1 

Code:  3  =  High  school,  did  not  graduate 

4=  High  school  graduate,  including  GED  equivalent 
5=  Two  or  more  years  of  college,  did  not  graduate 
6=  College  degree  (BS,  BA,  or  equivalent) 


Table  3.9  Frequency  Distributions  of  Respondents  by  Father 1 s 
Education  Group  Accordi ng  to  Questionnaire  Form 


Fathers  Education  Group 


Form 

1 

2 

3 

- 5 

\As-r 

- g— 

Other 

No. 

% 

% 

% 

% 

% 

% 

% 

% 

1 

15.1 

16.3 

19.1 

20.0 

3.8 

3.6 

13.6 

8.5 

2 

1 5.1 

15.9 

19.8 

18.2 

3.8 

15.7 

11.5 

3 

15.8 

14.7 

20.2 

19.2 

3.7 

‘  - 

14.7 

11.7 

4 

16.0 

16.1 

20.1 

17.9 

- 

15.3 

14.6 

5 

15.1 

16.4 

19.3 

19.9 

4.1 

- 

14.7 

10.5 

6 

16.2 

1 6. 1 

19.0 

18.3 

3.9 

on 

14.7 

11.8 

7 

1 7.5 

16.3 

19.2 

17.5 

- 

- 

14.3 

15,2 

Total 

15.8 

16.0 

19.5 

18.7 

2.2 

1.1 

14.7 

12.0 

Code:  1=  Grammar  school,  did  not  graduate 

2=  Grammar  school,  graduate 
3=  High  school,  did  not  graduate 
4=  High  school  graduate,  including  GED  equivalent 
5=  Less  than  two  years  of  college 
6=  Two  or  more  years  of  college,  did  not  graduate 
8=  Does  not  know 

Table  3.10  Frequency  Distributions  of  Respondents  by 
Army  Component  Group  According  to 
Questionnaire  Form 


Army  Component  Group 
Form  1  2  Other 


No.  %_ 

1  72.8 

2  71.9 

3  73.6 

4  73.2 

5  74.2 

6  72.1 

7  73.5 

Total  73.0 


%  % 


23.5  3.7 

23.9  4.2 

23.2  3.2 

23.7  3.1 

23.6  2.2 

23.9  4.0 

22.4  4.1 

23.5  3.5 


Code:  1=  United  States  Army  (RA,  Ro,  RM,  RP) 

2=  Army  of  the  Uni  ted  States  (US,  UR,  UC) 


Table  3. 1 1 


Codes 


Table  3.12 


Code; 


Frequency  Distributions  of  Respondents  by 
Marital  Status  Group  According  to 
Questionnaire  Form 


Marital  Status  Group 

Form 

1 

2 

Other 

No. 

% 

% 

% 

'  1  . 

47.0 

50.4 

2.6  - 

2 

45.6 

51.0 

3.4  -  ; 

3 

47.3 

49.8 

2.9  ;  !';f'  ’  c  ■ 

4 

46.0 

51.4 

2.6 

5 

47.0 

50.3 

2.7 

6 

47.5 

49.4 

3.1 

7 

45.3 

51.7 

3.0 

Total 

46.5 

50.6 

2.9 

=  Married,  or 

legal  1 y 

separated 

=  Never 

mar r i e dj  divorced  and  not  remarried 

wi dower 


Frequency  Di stri butions  of  Respondents  by 

III  2  J  '1  .  '  ■  r-  **■  : ■  ■  .  _  ' 


"Live  in  or  out  of  Barracks"  Group 

According  to  Questionnaire  Form 

"Li ve  i  n  or 

out  of 

Barrack's"  Group 

Form 

No. 

1 

2 

% 

Other 

% 

1 

58.2 

38.7 

3.1 

2 

59.1 

37.7 

3.2 

3 

59.2 

37.8 

3.0 

4 

60.9 

36.2 

2.9 

5 

59.4 

37.9 

2.7 

6 

58.6 

38.1 

3.3 

7 

60.5 

36.3 

3.2 

Total 

59.4 

37.5 

3. 1 

=  Lives  in  barracks 

=  Does 

not  1  i  ve 

in  barracks 
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Tabl a  3. 1 3  Frequency  D i strtbuti ons  of  Respondents  by 
Separate  Rati ons  All owance  Group  According 
to  Quest ionKiTre  Form 

Separate  Rations  Allowance  Group 

1  .  2'  oTher 

%  %  % 


1 

37.6 

56.8 

5.6 

2 

36.4 

57.4 

6,2 

3 

36.5 

58.1 

5.4 

4 

36.1 

58.7 

5.2 

5 

36.4 

58.4 

5.2 

6 

39.7 

57.2 

3.1 

7 

35.1 

58.8 

6. 1 

Total 

36.8 

57.9 

5,3 

Godes  1®  Receives  separate  rations  allowance 

2=  Does  not  receive  separate  rations  allowance 


Form 

No. 


2.  PREFERENCES  FOR  INDIVIDUAL  FOODS  ;  ■  •  '  ‘ JsT 

The  263  foods  were  classified  into  eleven  food  classes  in  a 
manner  ana  1 ogous  to  the  system  .  used  irt  the  previ  ous  surveys 
(Per yam  et  al_,  I960,  p,  8fff, ),  The  system  is  based  upon 
a  functional  concept  of  competitive  classes  which  places 
together  those  foods  which  are  assumed  to  be  competi  ng  for 
the  same  spot  in  the  normal  mend’  pattern,  ;While5  this  system 
had  definite  logic  behind  it,  it  also  poses  some  problems, 
since  some  foods  might  be  assigned  to  more  than  one  class. 

All  classification  systems  are  to  some  extent  arbitrary. 

Whether  or  not  they  are  Satisfactory  depends  upon  the i  r 
usefulness.  That  the  present  system  is  satisfactory  can  be 
inferred  from  comments,  and  the  absence  of  criticism,  from 
those  who  /have  used  previous  survey  findings,  including  menu 
planners,  food  technologists,  and  food  service  personnel.  There 
appeared  to  be  no  difficulty  wi th  ei ther  the  system  of  present¬ 
ation  or  with  the  interpretation  of  resul  ts,  „ 

Competitive  Status  of  Foods 

Foods  within  a  class  compete  from  the  standpoint  of  the  menu 
planner  or  food  technologists,  although  not  necessari 1 y  from  the 
standpoint  of  the  ultimate  consumer.  The  inclusion  of  one  item 
means  the  exclusion  of  others,  except  in  cases  ( e, g. ,  vegetables) 
where  more  than  one  food  from  the  same  class  is  offered  at  a 
meal  or  where  occasionally  a  choice  is  offered  among  several  items 
for  one  course,  It  is  possible  that  sofne  respondents  rated  foods 
on  the  basis  of  their  competitive  nature  (i,e,,  assigned  ratings 
in  relation  to  a  class  standard) $  but  the  methodology  was  such  as 
to  encourage  evaluation  of  each  food  i n  i ts  own  right.  The  order 
in  which  the  foods  were  presented  was  randomized,  and  it  is  not 
likely  that  many  respondents  were  aware  of  or  considered  the 
classification  system. 

While  the  classificati  on  system  implies  competi ti on  onl  y  within 
classes,  it  should  be  recognized  that  in  real ity  foods  f rom 
different  classes  compete  during  the  actual  meal.  There  is  a 
physiological  limit  to  food  intake,  and  if  more  food  is  offered 
than  can  be  consumed,  a  person  may  reject  some  courses  entirely. 
For  example,  he  may  pass  up  a  salad  in  favor  of  other  vegetables, 
or  a  soup  in  favor  of  a  salad. 
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Food  Classification  System 

Eleven  food  classes  were  established.  Within  most  of  them, 
f  i  r st -order  subclasses  were  al so  establ i shedj  and,  in  some 
cases,  there  were  also  second-order  subclasses.  The  food 
classes  are  as  follows;  Accessory  Foods,  Beverages,  Breads, 
Cereals,  Desserts,  Fruits,  Main  Dishes,  Potatoes  and  Starches, 
Salads,  Soups,  Vegetables,  All  of  the  subclasses  are  listed 
in  Section  II  of  the  appendix. 

Background  Characteristics  in  Relationship  to  Preference 

For  any  background  characteristic,  there  was  some  apparent 
variation  in  mean  preferences  among  categories.  To  determine 
whether  this  variation  was  statistically  significant,  13  analyses 
of  variance  were  done  for  each  of  the  263  foods,  a  total  of  3419 
analyses.  The  breakdown  of  the  sources  of  variation  for  each 
background  characteristic  was  essential  1 y  as  follows: 

Source  of  Variation  Degrees  of  Freedom  (  df ) 

Between  categories  Number  of  "valid"  categories  for  that 

background  characteristic  minus  "1", 

Within  categories  Number  of  "valid"  respondents  minus 

the  number  of  "valid"  background 
characteristics  minus  "1", 

"Valid"  categories  were  those  in  which  there  were  at  least  100 
respondents.  No  attempt  was  made  to  equalize  the  N's  among 
categories.  When  the  N  dropped  below  100,  that  category  was 
dropped  from  the  analyses  because  the  mean  would  have  had  low 
reliability  relative  to  the  meanscof  the  other  categories. 

"Valid"  respondents  were  those  respondents  fal 1 i ng  into  a 
"valid"  category.  The  ratings  by  respondents  in  a  category  which 
was  dropped  were  not  considered  in  the  analyses  of  variance,  nor 
were  they  included  in  the  overal 1  averages. 

For  most  foods  the  sample  size  was  very  high,  at  least  2,000$ 
and  even  minor  differences  would  yield  statistical  F-ratios 
(between  category  variation  divided  by  within  category  variation) 
at  the  .05  level.  Hence,  a  minimum  level  of  .01  (1%  level)  was 
established  as  the  criterion  for  significance.  Many  foods  had 
levels  of  si gni f i cance  consi derabl y  beyond  this  level.  To 
indicate  these  highly  significant  findings,  the  ,001  (0.1%)  level 
has  also  been  used. 
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Presentation  of  resul ts  for  individual  foods 

The  previous  report  (Peryam,  et  I960)  contained  a  master 
table  which  summarized  the  findings  for  all  foods.  That 
approach  was  considered  unsuitable  for  the  present  survey. 

First,  whereas  previous  surveys  covered  only  five  background 
factors,  the  present  one  covered  thi rteen  ( i ncl udi ng  Army 
Area).  Second,  it  was  deemed  appropriate  to  present  additional 
information,  such  as  the  actual  numbers  of  men  rating  a  food, 
ratings  for  simi lar  foods  studied  i n  present  and  previous  surveys, 
and  ratings  for  identical  foods  surveyed  previously.  Moreover, 
there  was  need  for  a  "Comments"  secti on  pr imari 1 y  to  indicate 
the  consistency  of  the  effects  of  certain  background  factors 
between  previous  and  present  surveys.  Finally,  it  was  decided 
that  presenting  the  means  for  each  background  category  would  be 
desirable  so  that  the  reader  could  see  for  himself  how  preferences 
varied  according  to  category.  This  point  is  particularly  cogent 
for  those  background  factors  (Army  Area,  Region  of  Origin, 

Component,  Marital  Statu?,  Live  in  Barracks,  Separate  Rations) 
for  which  quanti tati ve  summary  descriptions  of  significant 
variation  are  not  possible  because  the  categories  are  discrete  in 
nature.  Whereas  it  is  meaningful  to  say  that,  for  a  certain  food, 
preference  increases  or  decreases  with  age,  this  type  of  summary 
cannot  be  used  with  factors  where  the  categories  are  non- 
conti nuous.  Here  a  more  detailed  breakdown  is  necessary.  Also, 
even  in  those  cases  where  the  categories  are  conceptually  continuous, 
this  permits  the  reader  to  note  exceptions  to  the  summary  notations 
of  significant  trends. 

These  considerations  led  to  the  decision  to  present  the  data  in 
detail.  The  results  have  been  organized  into  a  special  appendix 
(Section  III)  with  a  separate  page  for  each  food.  Each  page  has 
four  major  parts  as  fol lows? 

A.  Descriptions  Food  number  and  name;  class  and  subcl ass( es) ? 
mean  rating,  standard  deviation,  and  percentile  rank?  form 
number,  number  of  respondents  rating  the  food,  and  the  percent 
indicating  they  had  not  tried  it. 

B.  Ratings  for  similar  foods;  Ratings  for  similar  foods  surveyed 

in  the  present  and  previous  surveys  and  ratings  for  identical 
foods  surveyed  previously.  ' 

C.  Relationship  with  background  characteristics;  Mean  rating 
for  each  category  of  each  background  characteristic?  level  of 
significance  of  the  variation  among  categories?  and  a  summary 
description  of  the  trend. 
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D,  Comments:  Comparison  of  trends  found  i n  the  present  survey 
with  those  previously  established  for  the  five  background 
factors  which  were  used  earlier.  Background  characteristics 
were  not  analyzed  in  relationship  to  food  preference  for 
some  foods  covered  in  previous  surveys.  When  applicable  to 
identical  foods  resurveyed  here,  this  point  wi 11  be  mentioned. 

These  individual  food  summary  tables  contain  probably  the  most 
definitive  and  comprehensive  information  on  soldiers'  food 
preference  that  is  avai 1  able  anywhere.  The  concluding  chapter 
points  out  many  possible  uses  of  these  tables?  also,  they  are 
presented  in  9  form  which  allows  additions  to  be  made  at  a 
later  time,  for  example,  from  the  results  of  laboratory  or  field 
evaluation  of  products,  new  surveys,  etc.. 

Recapi tul ati on  of  Mean  Food  Ratings 

The  basic  format  for  presenting  the  data  for  individual  foods  was 
necessary  for  completeness  and  will  probably  be  the  most  useful? 
however,  for  some  purposes  a  shorter  form  wi 1 1  be  desireable, 
e. g. ,  to  permi t  rapid  comparisons  within  and  between  food  classes 
and  subclasses.  Another  seeti on  (Section  II)  was  added  to  the 
appendix  to  serve  this  purpose  which  gives  only  the  mean  rating 
for  each  food.  The  food  numbers  and  page  numbers  have  been 
included  so  that  this  additional  section  will  serve  as  an  index 
to  the  individual  summary  tables. 
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CHAPTER  4.  METHODOLOGICAL  AND  INTERPRETATIVE  HIGHLIGHTS 

Some  of  the  methodological  considerations  basic  to  both  the 
previous  and  present  Surveys  were  set  forth  earlier  in  this 
report  and  in  Peryam,  et  al  (I960);  however,  the  present 
survey  permitted  certain  other  anal yses  which  will  help  to 
guide  the  interpretations  and  provide  information  of  broader 
methodol ogi cal  value. 

The  content  of  these  analyses  falls  into  three  main  areas 
and  each  of  these  may  be  divided  into  several  subareas: 

1.  Substantive  preference  highlights. 

A.  The  best  liked  and  least  liked  foods  in  the  present 
and  previous  surveys. 

B.  Comparisons  of  ratings  for  foods  included  in  both 
the  present  and  previous  surveys. 

C.  Effect  of  variations  in  food  names  upon  preference 
ratings. 

2.  Background  characteristics;  highlights  and  analyses. 

A.  Changes  in  the  composition  of  the  respondent  population 
in  regard  to  various  background  characteristics. 

B.  Regional  differences  in  food  preferences. 

C .  I nterrd  ationshi ps  among  background  factors. 

3.  Statistical  reliability  and  error  estimates. 

A.  Significance  of  differences  among  foods. 

B.  Significance  of  differences  among  background  categories 
for  a  given  food. 
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1.  SUBSTANTIVE  PREFERENCE  HIGHLIGHTS 


A.  Best  Liked  and  Least  Liked  Foods 

Table  4,1  shows,  for  both  the  present  and  the  previous 
surveys,  the  best  liked  and  the  least  liked  foods.  It  is 
noted  that  the  mean  ratings  for  the  top  teh  foods  in  the 
present  survey  ranged  from  7.7 6  to  8.36,  while  the  means 
for  the  top  ten  in  previous  surveys  ranged  from  8. 1 3  to 
8.60, a  definitely  higher  level General  1 y,  foods  for 
which  high  ratings  had  previousl y  been  establ i shed  were 
not  resurveyed  since  i t  was  assumed  that  they  involved  no 
special  menu-planning  problems.  Hence,  concentration  was 
upon  foods  where  lower  level  s' of  preference  were 
anticipated.  Only  two  of  the  previous  top  ten  foods  were 
surveyed  here:  fresh  milk  and  g r i lied  steak.  Fresh  mi  1 k, 
although  still  the  best  liked  food,  dropped  in  preference 
from  8.60  to  8.36,  but  gri lied  steak  showed  no  change. 

Why  was  the  rating  for  milk  so  much  lower?  One  might 
speculate  that  the  higher  ratings  in  earlier  surveys  resulted 
from  feeding  policies  which  limited  the  availability  of  milk. 
The  high  ratings  probably  reflected  the  soldiers'  expression 
of  the  desire  for  more.  When  more  milk  was  later  authorized, 
it  assumed  the  status  of  a  staple  or  a  commondity  which  had 
1  ess  appeal . 

Ice  cream  appeared  as  one  of  the  top  ten  foods  in  previous 
surveys,  with  a  rating  of  8.26,  but  in  the  present  survey, 
preference  dropped  to  7.70.  The  reason  for  this  change  is 
possibly  analogous  to  the  one  for  milk.  Ice  cream  is  being 
served  more  often  in  mess  halls  and  might  be  losing  its  value 
as  an  exceptional  treat.  Perhaps,  also,  there  has  been  a 
general,  nationwide  drop  in  liking  for  milk  and  related  dairy 
products. 

Another  possible  explanation  for  the  decline  in  preference 
for  both  milk  and  ice  cream  relates  to  the  differences  between 
past  and  present  surveys  in  the  distributions  of  certain 
background  factors.  The  men  included  in  the  present  survey 
were  older  than  those  in  previous  surveys  and  preferences  for 
milk  and  ice  cream  tend  to  decline  with  age.  Hence,  the 
apparent  drop  in  preference  might  be  attributable  to  no  more 
than  a  changed  Army  population. 

The  rating  remained  about  the  same  fop  appl e  pie  (7.81  in 
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previous  surveys  vs  7.85  in  the  present  survey)  and  fresh 
sliced  tomatoes  (7.81  vs  7.90).  Roast  Beef  showed  a 
moderate  drop  in  preference,  from  8.02  to  7.79. 

The  range  of  mean  ratings  of  the  ten  least  liked  f oods  i n 
previous  surveys  was  from  4.06  to  4,57.  In  the  present 
survey,  it  was  4,00  to  5.00,  a  somewhat  wider  range.  Only 
one  food,  iced  coffee,  was  surveyed  both  times.  Most  of  the 
previous  "worst"  foods  were  not  resurveyed  because  they  were 
far  out  of  the  range  of  practical  consideration  and  it  was 
doubtful  that  any  appreciable  change  could  have  occurred. 

The  mean  rating  of  iced  coffee  dropped  from  4.15  to  4.00. 

I t  was  the  poorest  food  in  the  present  survey  and  the  third 
poorest  in  previous  surveys.  Buttered  turnips  was  among  the 
ten  poorest  foods  in  the  present  survey,  but  not  in  previous 
surveys.  The  ratings,  though,  were  nearly  identical,  5.00  vs 
5.01.  Among  others  on  the  list  of  least  liked  foods  in  the 
present  survey  were  sour  cream,  instant  coffee,  buttermilk, 
baked  1 i ver ,  caul i f 1 ower  vegetable  salad,  sweet  sour  cabbage, 
and  cabbage  and  cottage  cheese  salad,  ~~ 
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Table  4.1  Foods  Best  Liked  and  Foods  Least  Li l<^d  by  Army 
Men:  Present  and  Previous  Surveys,  j  . 

BEST  LIKED  FOODS  LEAST  LIKED  FOODS 


Survey 

Survey 

Pres-  Prev- 

Pres-  Prev- 

ent  ious 

ent  ious 

Fresh  milk  ( a) ( b) 

8.36 

8.60 

Candied  parsnips  ( b) 

* 

4.06 

Hot  rol Is  (  b) 

* 

8.40 

Caul i f  1 ower  w/cheese 

Hot  biscuits  ( b) 

* 

8.33 

sauce  ( b) 

* 

4.09 

Iced  coffee  ( a) ( b) 

4o00 

4.15 

Strawberry 

shortcake  ( b) 

* 

8.32 

Asparagus 

Grilled 

w/hol 1 andai  se  sauce  (a) 

* 

4.20 

steak  (a) Ob) 

8.30 

8.31 

Cabbage  baked  with 

Ice  cream  ( b) 

7.70 

8.26 

cheese  ( b) 

'  JU  ' 

/\ 

4.30 

Creamed  asparagus  ( b) 

* 

4.47 

Ice  cream 

sundae  ( b) 

* 

8.24 

Fried  parsni ps  (  b) 

* 

4.47 

Fried  chicken  ( b) 

"k 

8.24 

Baked- hubbard 

French  fried 

squash  ( b) 

* 

4.52 

potatoes  ( b) 

* 

8.17 

Spinach  w/cheese 

sauce  (a) 

4.55 

4.73 

Roast  turkey  (b) 

* 

8.13 

Assorted  fresh 

Broccoli  ( b) 

* 

4.56 

f rui t  ( a) 

8. 03 

# 

Mashed  turnips  ( b) 

* 

4.57 

Apple  pie  (a) 

7.85 

7.81 

Sour  cream  (a) 

4.60 

# 

Veal  steak  ( a) 

7.84 

# 

Instant  coffee  ( a) 

4.79 

# 

Eggs  to  order  (a) 

7. 82 

# 

Buttermi 1 k  ( a) 

4.85 

# 

Fresh  si  iced 

Baked  liver  (a) 

4.87 

# 

tomatoes  (a) 

7.90 

7.81 

Cauliflower  vegetable 

Country  sty  1 e 

salad  (a) 

4.87 

#; 

chicken  (a) 

7.80 

# 

Sweet-sour  cabbage  (a) 

4.87 

# 

Roast  beef  (a) 

7.79 

8.02 

Cabbage  and  cottage 

Hot  roast  beef  (a) 

cheese  salad  (a) 

4.96 

# 

sandwich  w/gravy 

7,76 

# 

Buttered  turnips  (a) 

5.00 

5.01 

*  Surveyed  previ ousl y  onl 

y 

#  Surveyed  in  present 

survey 

only. 

(a)  Present  survey:  10  foods  most  liked  or  least  liked. 

Ob)  Previous  surveys:  10  foods  most  liked  or  least  liked. 
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Table  4.2  Distribution  of  Differences  in  Mean  Preference 
Ratings  for  Foods  Studied  in  Present  and 
Previous  Surveys 


Magnitude  of  Increase  in  Decrease  in 

Difference  Preference  Preference  Total 


Less  than  ,10  — 

.10  -  .19  13  8 
.20  -  .29  4  13 
.30  -  .39  5  8 

.40  -  . 49  0  6 
.50  -  .59  4  3 
.60  -  .69  1  1 
.70  -  .79  2 

Total  28  41 


19 

21 

17 

13 

6 

7 

2 

_3 

88 
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B.  Identical  Foods  ■  "  '  -v  ‘  :  y  , 

Eighty-eight  of  the  foods  included  in  the  present; survey 
appeared  wi th  identical  names  in  previous  surveys.  Nineteen 
of  these  foods  showed  changes  i n  mean  preference  rati ng  of 
less  than  0.10  scale  points.  Of  the  remaining  59,  41 

decreased  by  0.10  scale  points  or  more,  and  28  increased  by 
0. 10  scale  points  or  more.  Table  4.2  shows  the  distribution 
of  differences  for  these  foods,  and  Table  4.3  shows  the 
algebraic  difference  for  each  food. 

Six  foods  dropped  by  a  half  a  scale  point  or  more;  rai si n 
bread,  peach  pie,  sugar  cookies,  ice  cream,  grated  carrot 
and  pineapple  salad,  and  pineapple  ring  wi th  grated 
Amer i can  cheese  on  lettuce.  Six; increased  by  this  amount  or 
more;  coffee,  apricot  cobbi er ,  scrambl ed  eggs,  baked  macaroni 
and  cheese,  bean  soup,  and  frencIR-f riecHoni ons. 

The  correlation  between  the  previous  and  present  surveys  was 
high,  +0.94.  Comparison  of  the  age  distributions  for  men  in  the 
present  survey  (Table  3*4)  wi  th  those  from  past  surveys  suggested 
that  taking  into  account  that  men  in  the  present  survey  were 
general  1 y  ol der,  and  that  different  foods  have  different  age 
effects,  would  increase  the  correlation.  A  multiple  correlation 
was  computed  to  test  this  hypothesis.  The  independent  variable 
was  represented  by  the  present  mean  ratings,  and  the  two 
predictor  variables  were  previous  ratings  and  the  age  effects 
for  each  food  ( the  al gebraic  di fference  between  the  mean  in  the 
highest  age  category  and  the  mean  in  the  lowest  age  category) „ 

Age  effects  correlated  about  +.45  with  each  set  of  preference 
averages,  i.e,,  those  from  the  past  and  those  from  the  present 
survey;  however  the  mul ti pi e  cor re 1 ati on  remained  at  +.94, 
Apparently,  therefore,  the  age  differences  between  the  two 
surveys  do  not  account  for  the  differences  in  preference  ratings, 
although  those  foods  which  are  the  most  susceptible  to  age 
effects  appear  to  be  among  the  most  preferred  foods. 

Host  of  the  differences  in  ratings  are  wi thi n  accepted  sampling 
error  limits.  In  other  cases,  however,  it  appears  that  the 
differences  are  statistically  reliable.  Note,  for  example,  the 
decrease  in  preference  ratings  for  four  of  the  five  fruits  and 
;  for  certain  desserts  ( e. g. ,  sugar  cookies  and  i ce  cream) »  These 
specific  declines  might  be  due  to  chance,  to  differences  between 
the  two  surveys  in  the  ages  of  respondents,  to  the  fact  that  these 
items  have  become  more  commonplace  in  the  Master  Menu,  or  to  a 
combination  of  these  and  other  factors, 
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Table  4.3  Differences  Between  Mean  Preference  Ratings  Obtained 
in  Present  and  Previous  Surveys;  By  Food  Class 


Accessory  Foods 

Frui ts 

Jam 

-.24 

Oranges 

-.21 

Jel  1  y 

-.20 

Peaches  (canned) 

-.37 

Si  iced  raw  onion 

-.08 

Rhubarb 

.08 

Orange  marmalade 

.18 

Watermelon 

-.45 

Rai  si  ns 

.27 

Cantaloup 

-.37 

Average  change 

-.01 

Average  change 

2  6 

Beverages 

Main  Dishes 

Frozen  orange  juice 

-.29 

Bacon 

.  17 

Iced  coffee 

-.15 

Cream  dried  chipped 

Coffee 

.50 

beef  on  toast 

.15 

Fresh  milk 

-.24 

Bol ogna 

.09 

Hot  tea 

.07 

Salmon  cakes 

.14 

Average  change 

-7TT 

American  cheese 

.34 

Cottage  cheese 

-.23 

Breads 

Chili  con  carne 

.18 

Raisin  bread 

-.76 

Chow  mein 

.24 

Breaded  veal  cutlet 

.  1 5 

Cereals 

Fried  eggs 

-.28 

Corn  flakes 

-.37 

Grilled  frankfurter 

-.16 

Oatmeal 

-•  1  1 

Spaghetti  and  meat  balls 

.00 

Cream  of  wheat 

.00 

Chicken  ala  king  on  toast 

-.46 

Average  change 

•o  1 6 

Roast  1 amb 

.22 

Stuffed  green  peppers  wi th 

Desserts 

brown  gravy 

-.34 

Chocolate  cake 

-.24 

Gri lied  steak 

-.01 

Spice  cake 

-.44 

Roast  pork 

-.35 

Peach  upside-down  cake 

-.15 

Baked  tuna  and  noodles 

.15 

Apricot  cobbler 

.58 

Scrambled  eggs 

.59 

Peach  cobbler 

.11 

Chop  suey 

-.48 

Apri  cot  pi  e 

-.03 

Corned  beef 

.38 

Sugar  cookies 

-.63 

Roast  beef 

-.23 

Chocolate  ice  cream 

-.23 

Average  change 

.01 

Apple  pie 

.04 

Lemon  meringue  pie 

.11 

Potatoes  and  Starches 

Peach  pie 

-.50 

Baked  macaroni  and  cheese 

„  .51 

Brownies  (fudge  cookies) 

“e  21 

Potatoes  fried  with  onions 

.01 

Gingerbread 

.13 

Baked  whi te  potatoes 

.04 

Ice  cream 

-.  56 

Mashed  potatoes 

-.04 

Bread  pudding 

.01 

Candied  sweet  potatoes 

.05 

Average  change 

-.13 

Steamed  rice 

.33 

Average  change 

.15 
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Table  4.3.  Continued 


Salads 

Appl e  and  grapef rui t  ^al  ad  .06 

Banana,  orange  and 

grapefruit  salad  -.34 

Cabbage,  apple  and  raisin 

*  salad  . 1 6 

Grated  carrot  and  pineapple 

salad  -.55 

Lettuce  wedges  .12 

Orange  and  grapefruit 

salad  -.42 

Pineapple  ring  with  grated 
American  cheese  on  lettuce  -.73 

.17 
-.19 


.  60 
-.28 
.35 
-.13 


vegetapies 

Lima  beans  with  ham  hocks  -.17 

Harvard  beets  (thickened 

vinegar  sauce)  -.13 

Butter  broccoli  -.01 

Sweet-sour  cabbage  -.38 

Buttered  carrots  -.37 

Cream  corn  .29 

French-fried  eggplant  .31 

French-fried  onions  .77 

Buttered  green  peas  -.21 

Spinach  with  cheese  sauce  -.18 

Fried  summer  squash  -.01 

Succotash  (lima  beans  and 

whole  kernel  corn)  -.47 

Buttered  turnips  -.01 

Fresh  sliced  tomatoes  -.09 

Average  change  -.05 


Note:  A  negative  ( -)  difference  means  that  the  present  survey 
yielded  a  lower  mean  rating  than  did  previous  surveys. 
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Cabbage  slaw 
Average  change 


Bean  soup 
Chicken  rice  soup 
Cream  of  celery  soup 
Split  pea  soup 
Average  change 


C.  Effect  of  Variations  in  Food  Names 

Peryam  et  al ■,  (I960)  showed  how  food  ratings  can  be  affected 
by  variations  in  food  names.  Six  such  aggregates  of  foods 
having  slight  name  variations  were  studied  here; 

Orange  Juice.  Frozen  orange  juice  achieved  a  very  high  mean 
rating,  7.73.  The  canned  product  was  rated  at  7.41 ,  and 
"instant"  was  rated  6.84.  Clearly,  reaction  to  the  "instant" 
concept,  at  least  as  applied  to  orange  juice,  was  negative! 
however,  attitudes  toward  the  canned  product  were  nearly  as 
favorable  as  toward  the  high-rating  frozen  form. 

Hot  chocolate.  One  group  of  soldiers  wis  asked  to  rate 
Hot  Chocolate  ( sel f -prepared)  and  another  group  rated  hot 
chocolate  (from  di  spenser) . y  The  ratings  of  the  two  were 
nearly  identical  (6.88  vs  6.90), 

Coffee.  Iced  coffee  again  rated  at  the  bottom  (4.00),  and 
I nstant  coffee  was  not  much  higher  with  a  rating  of  4.79. 
Coffee,  ( ungual i fi ed)  rated  fairly  high,  7.11.  It  is  of 
interest  to  note  results  on  the  similar  set  of  coffee  names 
included  in  past  surveys;  Coffee-6. 61 ,  hot  coffeer7.42, 
sol  uble  coffee -5 » 1 6,  and  feed:  coffee^.  i 5.  Coffee 
(ungual i fie dV  rated  definitely  higher  in  the  present  survey, 
although  still  considerably  below  the  level  achieved  when  it 
was  called  "hot  coffee".  Iced  coffee  reaffirmed  its  status 
as  one  of  the  least  popular  of  foods.  But  the  present  survey 
rating  for  i nstant  coffee  was  contrary  to  certain  a  pri ori 
expectations.  It  was  assumed  that  attitudes  toward  this 
beverage  would  improve  over  time  because  of  its  continued 
high  volume  use  by  the  general  population,  and  that  the  name, 
"instant",  would  gain  more  favorable  consideration  than  the 
older,  term^  "soluble".  However,  the  rati  ng  for  instant 
coffee  was  still  0,37  scale  points  lower  than  the  rating  for 
sol uble  coffee. 

French  bread.  French  bread  rated. 7. 53 I  but  placing  a  "garlic 
prefi x  1  owe red  t he  rating  almost  one  scale  point  to  6,52. 

Raspberry  gel ati n.  Raspberry  gel ati n  per  se  rated  6.62. 
Raspberry  gelatin  with  bananas  rated  nearly  the  same  6.61. 

It  was  surprising  that  the  substitution  of  the  more  common 
term,  "jello"  for  "gelatin"  made  no  difference!  raspberry 
jel  l o  rated  6.50.  ' 
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Cabbage  Slaw.  Cabbage  slaw  achieved  a  mean  rating  of  6 „ 4 3 s 
designating.  -1 1  as  Hot  cabbage  slaw  lowered  i  ts  rating  to  5. 12. 

The  sets  of  names  discussed  above  display  two  different  types 
of  relationships  in  varying  degrees.  In  some  cases  a  change 
in  a  name  clearly  represents  a  change  in  the  food,  e. g. , 

"iced  coffee"  is  vastly  different  from  "hot  cbffee",  and  "hot 
cabbage  slaw"  refers  to  a 'dish  which  resembles  the  more  common 
"cabbage  slaw"  only  from  the  standpoint  of  the  basic 
ingredients.  With  foods  like  these,  different  degrees  of 
f ami  1  iari  ty,  patterns  of  consumpti  on,  and,  consequently, 
different  levels  of  preference  may  reasonably  be  expected.  In 
effect,  they  are  different  foods.  At  the  other  extreme  the 
two  names  may  have  the  same  objective  referent  for  all 
practical  purposes,  e.g,,  "raspberry  gelatin"  and "raspberry 
jel 1 o" ,  are  used  interchangeably  to  refer  to  the  same  dish. 

Then  there  are  mixed  cases,  e.g,,  with  regard  to  "hot 
chocolate" ,  where  the  cup  which  a  person  sti rs  up  for  himsel f 
may  or  may  not  be  the  same  as  the  beverage  prepared  i n  quantity. 
With  orange  juice,  different  sources  of  supply  are  involved  and 
it  is  known  that  the  different  types  often  display  differences 
in  quality.  A  given  person's  response,  and,  by  extension,  the 
response  of  a  population,  will  depend  on  accumulated  knowledge 
of,  and  experience  with,  these  different  forms.  No  general¬ 
ization  can  be  made  on  the  basis  of  resul ts  so  f ar  accumulated. 
Certainly,  they  do  not  permit  the  "easy"  assumption  that  any 
name  can  be  used  as  long  as  the  food  referred  to  is  the  same. 

It  is  still  legitimate  to  i nqui re  about  the  effect  of  the 
meaning  that  the  names  may  have  for  the  soldiers. 

Each  case  should  be  considered  on  its  own  merits.  In  future 
surveys,  where  doubt  about  the  wording  of  a  food  name  exists, 
it  might  be  advisable  to  include  al 1  of  the  prime  candidates. 

If  there  is  no  difference  among  them,  the  interpretation  is 
clear.  If  differences  do  emerge,  then  attitudinal  problems 
might  be  expected  with  the  food. 
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2.  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS:  HIGHLIGHTS  AND  ANALYSES 

A.  Changes  in  Composition  of  Respondents 

Over  the  past  ten  years  or  so,  certain  changes  have  occurred 
in  the  composition  of  the  Army  population.  As  we  shall  see 
later,  these  changes  might  have  been  responsible  for  changes 
in  the  preference  levels  for  foods  surveyed  previously. 

The  fifth  of  the  previous  surveys  was  chosen  as  the  source 
of  frequency  distributions  since  this  was  the  most  recent 
one  for  which  these  distributions  were  available.  The 
comparisons  are  shown  in  Table  4.4  through  4,8,  which  cover 
the  factors  of  region  of  origin,  hometown  type,  age,  length 
of  service,  and  education,  respectively. 

The  most  noticeable  change  in  region  of  origin  distributions 
was  the  decrease  in  representation  from  the  East  Central 
states.  This  drop  was  compensated  for  by  increases  in  the 
percentages  from  Western  states.  The  figures  are  not  shown 
in  the  table  since  in  most  cases  there  were  fewer  than  100 
men  in  this  category,  hence  they  have  been  included  as 
"Unci assi f ied" . 

It  is  difficult  to  come  to  conclusions  about  hometown  type 
since  the  categories  used  in  the  present  survey  diffe red-? r om 
those  used  in  previous  surveys.  For  example,  in  the  previous 
surveys  a  large  city  (between  100,000  and  1,000,000)  and  a 
very  large  city  (over  1,000,000)  fell  into  the  same  category, 
whereas  they  were  differentiated  in  the  present  one.  Moreover 
a  suburban  category  was  included  in  the  present  survey,  and 
it  is  not  known  what  category  suburbanites  used  in  previous 
surveys.  Generally,  though,  there  do  not  appear  to  be  marked 
or  abnormal  shifts  in  composition  according  to  hometown  type. 
The  drop  of  4%  for  those  who  had  lived  in  large  or  very  large 
cities  might  be  compensated  by  the  5%  who  said  they  had  lived 
in  a  suburb. 

For  age,  however,  the  differences  in  frequency  distributions 
are  striking.  In  the  previous  surveys,  the  medi an  age  was 
about  22-23,  whereas,  in  the  present  survey,  it  was  about  25. 
The  more  recent  survey  dealt  with  a  definitely  older  Army 
population,  thus,  to  the  extent  that  age  and  preferences  for 
individual  foods  are  related  one  might  expect  those  foods 
which  show  up-trends  with  age  to  be  more  preferred  and  those 
foods  which  show  down-trends  with  age  to  be  less  preferred. 


But,  as  shown  earlier  in  this  chapter,  empirical  support  for 
this  hypothesis  is  lacking. 

Length  of  service  distributions  also  demonstrate  significant 
changes.  The  categories  used  in  the  previous  survey  were 
different;  but  differences  in  the  distributions  can  be  noted 
despite  this  contaminating  effect.  For  example,  whereas  28% 
of  the  men  in  the  previous  survey  had  been  in  the  Army  for 
less  than  six  months*  only  14%  of  those  sampled  in  the  present 
survey  f el  1  i nto  this  category,  The  medi  ap ‘length  of  service 
of  men  in  the  previous  survey  was  about  oneyear;  for  men  in 
the  present  survey  it  was  about  double  that  |mount.  Certain 
changes  also  occured  in  education  levels.  Again,  differences 
in  coding  categories  make  preci se  comparisons  impossible,  but 
inspection  of  the  distributions  shows  that  the  present  survey 
has  a  higher  percentage  of  high  school  graduates,  52%  vs  29% 
in  previous  surveys.  Men  who  hid  IfKSre  than  a  high  school 
education  are  not  included  in  these  two  percentages.  The  14% 
who  remained  unclassified  in  the  present  survey  included  not 
only  those  who  had  an  elementary  School  education  or  less, 
but  also  those  who  had  attended  graduate  school.  Thus,  it 
would  appear  that  the  average  educational  level  was  higher  in 
the  present  survey. 

The  changes  in  compos i ti on  over  the  past  ten  or  eleven  years 
may  be  summarized  as  follows:  At  present  the  Army  is  composed 
of  men  with  greater  length  of  service  and  higher  education, 
and  who  are  less  likely  to  have  come  from  the  East  Central 
states.  Preference  changes  might  be  expected  to  accompany 
these  demographic  changes  whenever  there  are  definite 
preference-background  factor  relationships. 


Table  4.4.  Comparison  of  Previous  and  Present  Surveys 
on  Distribution  of  Respondents  by  Area  of 
Ori  gi  n 

Previous  Present 


Category 

Survey  # 

Surve 

South  Central 

% 

i  9 

% 

10 

Southwest 

5 

6 

Great  Plains 

4 

5 

Mi ddle  West 

13 

14 

South  East 

22 

2 1 

East  Central 

31 

24 

New  Engl  and 

8 

5 

Unclassified 

8 

15 

#  Survey  5,  conducted  in  September,  1952 

Table  4.5.  Comparison  of  Previous  and  Present  Surveys 
on  Distribution  of  Respondents  by  Hometown 
Type 


Previous  Present 

Category  Survey#  Survey 

% 

Farm  24  21 

Country,  non-farm  9  11 

Town,  less  than  2500  8  10 

Town  or  small  city,  less  than  25,000  18  16 

City,  less  than  100,000  1 7  13 

Large  City,  less  than  1,000,000  25*  12 

Very  large  ci ty,  more  than  1,000,000  9 

Suburb  of  large  or  very  large  city  5 

Unclassified  3 


*  Includes  percentage  brought  up  in  large  and  in  very 

Targe  ci ty.  -  — 

#  Survey  5,  conducted  in  September,  1952. 
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Tab.1  e  4. 6. 


Compari son ;of  Previous  and  Present ^Surveys  on 
Distributi on  of  Respondents , by  Age 


Previ ous 


Survey  # 


Present 
Survey 
~~Jo  “ 


Under  20  years  1  2  1  8 
20-24  years*  75  42 
25-2$  years  8  ,12 
30-34  years  3  10 
35-39  years  1  ^1/ 
40  years  and  over  1  8 
Unclassified  -  3 


*  This  category  was  used  in  previous  surveys,  ,  In  the 
present  survey,  it  represents  a  combination  of  the 
categories:  20-22,  and  23-24, 


#  Survey  5,  conducted  in  September,  1 952. 


Table  4.7.  Comparison  of  Previ ous  and  Present  Surveys  on 

Distribution  of  Respondents  by  Length  of  Service 


Previous  Survey  # _  Present  Survey 


Category 

% 

Category 

% 

Less  than  2  months 

11 

Less  than  6  months 

14 

2  months  -  6  months 

17 

6  months  -  one  year 

1 1 

6-18  months 

45 

1-2  years 

26 

18-36  months 

8 

2-6  years 

16 

36  months  or  more 

19 

6-10  years 

5 

10- 15  years 

7 

15  years  or  more 

18 

Unci assi f  i  ed 

3 

#  Survey  5j  conducted  in  September,  1952. 
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Table  4.8.  Comparison  of  Previous  and  Present  Surveys  on 
Distribution  of  Respondents  by  Education 


Previ ous  Survey  #  _ Present  Survey 


Category 

Category 

% 

Less  than  eighth  grade 

7 

Hi gh  school ,  di d  not 

8th  grade  completed 

12 

graduate 

18 

High  school ,  di  d  not 

High  school,  graduate 

52 

graduate 

26 

Col  lege,  di  d  not 

High  school,  graduate 

29 

graduate 

10 

Business  College 

6 

Col  1 ege,  graduate 

6 

Col  lege 

20 

Unclassified 

14 

#  Survey  5,  conducted  in  September,  1 952. 


Regional  Differences  in  Food  Preference 

In  the  case  of  those  variables  having  an  underlying 
quantitative  continuum  —  age,  length  of  service,  education, 
etc,  —  summaries  of  relationships  to  food  preferences  could 
easily  be  given.  Where  preferences  varied  significantly, 
the  variations  were  usually  systematic;  up-trends  or  down¬ 
trends.  Moreover,  for  dichotomous  variables  —  Army  component, 
marital  status,  living  in  or  out  of  barracks,  separate  rations 
allowance  —  the  direction  of  the  differences  could  be  stated. 
For  both  the  continuous  and  the  dichotomous  variables, 
summaries  are  presented  showing  the  number  of  foods  in  each 
class  having  each  type  of  significant  variation.  Army  area 
and  region  of  origin,  however,  presented  special  problems.  The 
categories  must  be  considered  as  discrete,  and  so  many 
combinations  of  high-preference  and  low-preference  areas  existed 
that  the  use  of  simple  summary  symbol s  was  not  feasible.  It 
is  recommended  that  the  reader  interested  in  regional  differ¬ 
ences  inspect  the  individual  food  summary  tables  to  determine 
the  high  and  low  areas  and  verify  his  own  hypotheses. 

One  wonders,  nevertheless,  whether  any  generalizations  about 
areas  can  be  made.  Do  men  from  certain  areas  typically  have 
higher  preferences?  Are  some  areas  consistently  low?  To 
answer  these  questions  certai n  analyses  were  made  separately 
for  Army  area  and  region  of  origin.  Basical 1y  this  consisted  of 
examination  of  the  mean  rating  for  each  food  in  each  category  in 
relationship  to  the  overall  mean.  If  a  category  mean  was  higher 
than  the  overal 1  mean,  then  that  food  on  that  category  was 
classified  as  "above*1.  Similarly,  a  food  was  classified  as 
"below"  if  the  category  mean  was  less  than  the  overall  mean. 

When  the  category  mean  and  the  overall  mean  were  identical  the 
comparison  was  classified  as  "same". 

Army  Area 

Table  4.9  shows,  for  each  Army  area,  the  number  of  foods  in 
each  food  cl  ass  which  were  above,  the  same  as,  or  below  thei  r 
overal 1  means.  The  percentages  of  ail  foods  are  also  shown  for 
each  Army  area.  The  Chi-square  was  significant  at  beyond  the 
.01  level,  showing  that  these  al 1 -foods  di stri buti ons  were 
significantly  different  from  chance.  Men  in  the  Fourth  Army 
area,  the  Military  District  of  Washi ngton,  and  at  the  Nike  sites 
had  the  lowest  preferences,  i»e„,  they  rated  higher  proportions 
of  foods  below  average.  Men  in  the  Thi rd  Army  area  had  the 
largest  proportion  of  high  ratings.  Those  in  the  low  preference 


areas  were  especially  unfavorable  toward  accessory  foods, 
desserts,  main  dishes  (except  for  the  Nike  sites),  salads 
(except  for  the  Military  District  of  Washi ngton) ,  and 
soups  (except  for  the  Nike  sites).  There  were  too  few  foods 
in  some  of  the  other  classes  to  permit  generalizations.  In 
contrast  men  in  the  Third  Army  area  had  higher  than  average 
preferences  for  desserts  and  main  dishes j  but  had  below 
average  preferences  for  soups. 

What  might  account  for  such  sharp  differences?  No 
definitive  answer  is  possible.  The  individual  data  cards 
which  would  have  enabled  cross-tabulations  among  background 
characteristics  were  not  available,  but  it  is  possible  that 
the  Army  areas  differed  in  certain  of  the  other  background 
characteristics  significantly  related  to  preference.  For 
example  if  men  in  the  Third  Army  area  were  younger  with 
lower  military  grades  and  shorter  length  of  service,  this 
would  explain  their  higher  preferences. 

Region  of  Origin 

Analyses  similar  to  the  preceding  were  performed  for  region 
of  origin.  Table  4,10  presents  the  results  in  a  manner 
analogous  to  that  for  Army  area.  Once  again,  the  frequency 
distributions  vary  significantly  according  to  region.  Men 
raised  in  the  South  Central  and  East  Central  states  tended 
to  have  the  lowest  preferences.  But,  whereas  the  men  from 
the  South  Central  states  had  relatively  low  preferences  for 
beverages,  desserts  and  soups,  the  low  food  classes  for  the 
East  Central  men  were  main  dishes  and  salads.  Thus,  low 
preferences  seem  to  be  specific  to  food  classes  rather  than 
general , 

The  high  preference  areas  were  the  Southwest  and  the 
Southeast,  particularly  the  latter,  where  nearly  two-thirds 
(64,5%)  of  the  foods  were  rated  above  the  overal 1  averages. 

The  Southeasterner s  were  particularly  high  on  accessory 
foods,  beverages,  salads,  soups,  and  vegetables. 

It  should  be  noted  that  while  some  regions  show  average 
overall  liking  ( i ,e, ,  about  the  same  percentages  above  and 
below  the  mean)  this  average  may  obscure  the  fact  that  prefer¬ 
ences  in  some  food  classes  may  be  high  but  are  balanced  by  low 
preferences  in  other  food  classes.  For  example,  Midwesterners 
are  low  on  soups  and  vegetables  (and  to  a  lesser  extent  on  main 
dishes),  but  high  on  desserts.  Similarly,  New  Englanders  are 
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high  on  breads  but  low  on  salads. 

Summary 

As  in  the  case  of  all  background  factors.  Army  area  and  region 
of  origin  are  things  which  are  fixed.  One  cannot  change  the 
men,  but  one  might  change  the  menu  patterns.  The  advantage  of 
so  doing  would  depend  upon  the  degree  of  homogeneity  within  a 
feeding  unit,  and  its  administrative  feasibility  would  depend 
upon  the  particular  policies  governing  deviations  from  the 
Master  Menu,  It  is  assumed  — -  and  can  easily  be  observed  in 
many  cases  that  preference  ratings  are  reflected  in  dining 
hal 1  consumption,  behavior,  and  satisfaction.  To  the  extent 
that  this  is  true  one  can  expect  differences  i n  overal 1 
acceptance  according  to  the  basic  training  the  men  bring  with 
them  from  ci vi 1 ian  1 i fe  and  accordi ng  to  the  effects 
associated  with  varying  degrees  of  Army  experience  and  other 
factors. 

These  two  tabl es  have  presented  an  overview  of  the  kihds  of 
effects  that  might  be  expected  in  rel ati on  to  j us t  two  of  these 
background  factors  in  terms  of  who  might  be  especially  pleased 
or  especial  1 y  di spleased  wi  th  foods  i n  the  vari ous  food  cl  asses. 


Table  4.9,  Foods  Rated  Above,  Same  as,  or  Below  Their  Overall 
Means  i  n  Each  Army  Area.  (Number  of  foods  i  n  each 
class  and  percentages  of  all  foods.) 


Mili  tary; 
District  Nike 


Food  Class 

1  St 

2nd 

3rd 

4th 

5th 

6  th 

Wash. 

Si  tes 

Accessory  Foods: 

Above 

18 

26 

22 

10 

28 

20 

12 

■  1 1 

Same  ■ 

1 

1 

1 

4 

2 

0 

0 

Bel  ow 

20 

12 

16 

25 

9 

19 

•  27 

-  ,  28 

Beverages: 

Above 

13 

9 

16 

9 

8 

5 

7 

1  1 

S  ame 

0 

0 

2 

0 

Q 

0 

0 

1 

,  •’  .  -  -  ■;  -  . 

Below 

8 

12 

3 

12 

1:3 

1 6 

14 

9 

Breads: 

Above 

7 

3 

6 

3  ■ 

4 

4 

7 

Same 

0 

0 

0 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Bel  ow 

2 

6 

3 

5 

2 

5 

5 

2 

Cereal s: 

Above 

2 

3 

2 

0 

4 

3 

2 

■V--'  ;‘+a  1 

Same 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Be  l  ow 

3 

2 

2 

5 

-■  2 

■ :  3 

4 

Desserts: 

Above 

19 

17 

35 

15 

29 

13 

10 

14 

Same 

0 

1 

4 

1 

1 

4 

1 

3 

Bel  ow 

24 

25 

4 

27 

13 

26 

32 

26 

F  rui ts: 

Above 

7 

7 

6 

6 

8 

5 

7 

2 

Same 

1 

1 

0 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Below 

5 

5 

7 

5 

5 

8 

6 

1  1 

Mai n  dishes: 

Above 

40 

28 

52 

14 

31 

44 

18 

29 

Same 

1 

6 

0 

1 

0 

1 

0 

1 

Bel  ow 

23 

30 

12 

49 

33 

19 

46 

34 

Potatoes  and 

Above 

8 

4 

8 

2 

4 

7 

6 

5 

Starches: 

S  ame 

0 

1 

1 

0 

0 

2 

0 

0 

Bel  ow 

4 

7 

3 

10 

8 

3 

6 

7 

Salads : 

Above 

9 

15 

14 

4 

12 

17 

13 

7 

Same 

1 

1 

0 

2 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Bel  ow 

14 

8 

10 

18 

1  1 

7 

1 1 

16 

Soups: 

Above 

13 

7 

2 

4 

5 

15 

5 

7 

Same 

0 

2 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

2 

Below 

3 

7 

14 

12 

10 

1 

1 1 

7 

46 


Table  4.9.  Continued 

"  •  ' ;  :  V  vV'X^  ■'  .  M  £  ;  :Pj 


Food  Class  1st  2nd  3rd  ,  4th; ;  5th  6th 

Vegetabl  es :  Above  10  T3  "  1 0  4  ; 4  9 

Same  1  0  1  2  0  t  -I 

Below  6  4  6  11  13  ..  7 


All  Foods:  %  %  %  -  %  %  %  %  % 


Above 

55.5 

50.2 

65.8 

27.0 

52.8 

54.0 

34.6 

38.0 

Same 

1.9 

4.9 

3.8 

4.9 

2.3 

3.0 

0.4 

3.0 

Below 

42. 6 

44.9 

30.4 

68.1 

44.9 

43.0 

65.0  . 

59.0 

Mi  1  i  tary 
District  Nike 
Wash.  S i tes 

x  -  *  ovc-  *1 

7  '  -6 

0  >0 

10  11 


Table  4.10.  Foods  Rated  Above,  Same  as,  or  Below  Their  Overall 

Means  in  Each  Region  (Number  of  foods  in  each  class  t 
and  percentages  of  all  foods). 


.  -j  -j 

;>v 

Food  Class 

.  p  A  ’  . 

South 
.  Cent¬ 
ral 

South 

West 

“/•GreKt 

Pi  ai ns 

M i dd 1 e 
West 

South 

East 

East 
Cent¬ 
ral . 7 

New 
Eng- 
1  and 

Accessory  Foods 

: Above  v 

16 

18 

•  ■  '  .  v  * 

25  ' 

20 

25 

19 

15 

Same 

0  ; 

0 

(K 

3 

0 

0 

Below 

23 

21 

14 

16 

13 

20 

24 

Beverages: 

Above 

■■  .7.  - 

16 

'5 

8’  , 

15 

4 

Same 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

4 

2 

■  r  .  v:  ■  - 

.  Bel  ow 

14- 

C  .  f  ■  ■ 

•; 

.  15  ’ 

’  A- 

13 

s  ;■  ? 

8 

15 

Breads:  1  • : 

Above 

2  ■■ 

6  •  ; 

8 

3 

7 

9 

Same 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Below 

7 

3 

2 

1 

6 

2 

0 

Cereals: 

Above 

4 

3 

2 

1 

2 

4 

2 

Same 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Bel  ow 

1 

2 

3 

4 

3 

1 

3 

Desserts: 

Above 

14 

24 

26 

30 

22 

16 

20 

Same 

0 

0- 

4 

0 

1 

2 

1 

Bel  ow 

29 

1 9 

13 

1 3 

20 

25 

18 

Fruits: 

Above 

4 

9 

6 

5 

10 

5 

6 

Same  0  0  0  0  0  1  0 

Below  9  4  6  8  3  7  5 


Main  dishes: 

Above 

29 

33 

34 

24 

38 

21 

33 

S  ame 

4 

0 

2 

0 

1 

2 

1 

Below 

31 

30 

26 

40 

25 

41 

29 

Potatoes  and 

Above 

5 

6 

7 

5 

7 

5 

7 

Starches: 

Same 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

Be  l  ow 

7 

6 

5 

7 

5 

7 

3 

Salads: 

Above 

10 

15 

10 

1 1 

22 

4 

3 

Same 

0 

1 

1 

0 

1 

2 

0 

pel  ow 

14 

8 

13 

13 

1 

18 

17 
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Table  4. 10.  Continued 


Food  Class 

South 

Cent¬ 

ral 

South- 

West 

Great 

PI  ai  ns 

Middle 

West 

South 

East 

East 

Cent¬ 

ral 

New 

Eng¬ 

land 

Soups: 

Above 

4 

10 

6 

2 

12 

7 

9 

Same 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Below 

12 

6 

10 

13 

4 

8 

6 

Vegetables: 

Above 

10 

4 

6 

3 

14 

8 

9 

Same 

0 

0 

0 

1 

1 

1 

0 

Below 

7 

12 

11 

13 

2 

8 

4 

All  Foods: 

% 

% 

% 

% 

% 

% 

% 

Above 

39.9 

55.2 

51.2 

44.5 

64.6 

39.9 

50.6 

Same 

1.5 

0.4 

3.5 

1.9 

1.9 

4.9 

2.3 

Below 

58.6 

44.4 

45.4 

53. 6 

33.5 

55.1 

47.1 

C.  Inter-Relationships  Among  Background  Factors 

Earlier  in  this  report,  it  was  shown  that  there  is  good 
presumptive  evidence  that  the  background  factors  are  not 
independent.  Even  though  preference  ratings  were  analyzed 
for  each  background  factor  it  was  anticipated  that  the 
outcomes  of  these  analyses  wpu.1  d  be-  cor  related.  Inspection 
of  the  individual  food  summary  sheets  shows  certain  patterns 
of  consistency  among  selected  groups  of  factors.  For 
example,  if  age  shows  a  given  trend,  certain  others  ;  r< 

( par ti cul ar 1 y  1 ength  of  service  and  grade)  often  display; 
parallel  relationships.  ?: 

The  degree  of  para  1 1  el. i sm  would  depend  upon  how  strongly  the 
background  factors  were  i  ntercor  rel  ated.  y*  1 1  would  have  been 
possible  to  obtain  these  intercorrelationsi  however,  it  would 
have  requi red  the  availability  of  background  data  for  each 
individual  respondent.  These  data  were  lacking.  Thus, 
instead  of  interrelating  background  factors  themselves  it  was 
decided  to  work  with  the  effects  of  the  background  factors. 

Not  only  was  this  the  only  possible  approach  under  the  ; 
circumstances,  but  it  was  considered  probably  as  effective, 
in  the  practical  sense,  as  the  more  detai led  i ndi vi dual 
analysis.  To  study  every  possible  pair  of  background  factors 
would  have  required  78  separate  anal yses,  which  is  too  many 
to  present  meaningful  1 y.  Moreover,  one  would  be  relating 
background  factors  of  a  contfnous  nature,  such  as  age,  with 
those  of  a  discrete  nature  such  as  region  of  origin,  and  would 
be  relating  dichotomous  background  factors  with  those  which 
have  many  categories. 

The  six  most  important  background  factors,  from  the  standpoint 
of  the  percentage  of  si gnificant  effects  were  chosen  for 
further  study.  These  six  factors  logically  fall  into  two 
groups.  The  first  group  are  the  mul ti -category  continuous 
factors;  age,  length  of  service,  and  grade.  The  others  are 
dichotomous  factors;  marital  status,  separate  rations,  live 
in  barracks,  ,  .......  ■  „  ■■ 

Age,  Length  of  Service,  and  Grade 

For  each  of  the  three  possible  pai rs  of  these  background 
factors,  joint  distributions  of  foods  were  compiled  accordi ng 
to  the  types  of  trends  in  preference,  "Complex"  trends,  which 
means  that  the  difference  was  significant  but  that  no  definite 
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trend  could  be  identified  according  to  type,  were  included 
in  the  "No  trend"  group. 

Table  4.11  shows  the  joint  distribution  for  age  and  length 
of  service.  Note  that  52  foods  showed  uptrends  with  length 
of  service.  Each  of  these  foods,  wi thout  exception,  also 
showed  uptrends  with  age.  But  the  reverse  was  not  trues 
preference  for  91  foods  went  up  with  age,  but  only  52  of 
these  also  went  up  with  length  of  service.  However,  88  of 
the  91  downtrends  for  age  were  accompanied  by  downtrends 
with  length  of  service.  Overall,  67%  of  the  foods  had 
identical  trends  on  both  factors.  The  contingency 
coefficient  was  .77.  Corrected  for  the  maximum  attainable 
coefficient,  it  rose  to  .89.  Since  over  twice  as  many  foods 
were  significant  on  length  of  service  as  in  regard  to  age, 
it  would  be  impossible  to  obtain  perfect  consistency  of 
trends. 

Table  4.12  presents  analogous  data  for  grade  and  length  of 
service.  Here,  possibly  because  the  number  of  "No  trends" 
was  almost  the  same  for  the  two  factors,  the  degree  of 
consistency  is  higher.  If  one  would  attempt  to  predict  a 
trend  for  any  randomly  selected  food  from  either  background 
factor  to  the  other,  he  would  be  right  85%  of  the  time.  In 
no  case  is  an  uptrend  in  one  factor  accompanied  by  a  downtrend 
in  another,  and  vi ce  versa.  (This  fact  holds  true, 
incidentally,  for  all  three  comparisons  shown  here).  The  raw 
contingency  coefficient  is  . 80j  the  corrected  coefficient  is 
.92. 

Finally,  age  and  grade  rel ati  onshi ps  are  summarized  in 
Table  4.13.  These  markedly  resemble  the  age  vs  length  of 
service  relationships.  For  63%  of  the  foods,  the  trends  are 
identical  on  both  factors.  All  foods  which  show  uptrends  on 
grade  also  show  uptrends  on  age. 

It  would  seem  clear  that  if  one  knew  the  relationship  between 
food  preferences  and  any  one  of  these  three  factors,  he  could 
infer,  wi th  a  high  degree  of  precision,  the  relationship  of 
preference  to  each  of  the  other  two.  Bear  in  mind,  also,  that 
the  tests  of  statistical  significance  were  of  a  discrete 
nature  — ,  there  is  a  fixed  criterion  defining  an  uptrend  or 
downtrend  —  even  though  the  under  1 yi ng  distributions  of  F  or 
t  are  continuous.  On  the  basis  of  chance  alone,  some  trends 
which  exist  in  fact  will  not  have  emerged  as  significant  by  a 
small  amount  of  F  or  t.  Thus,  it  may  be  assumed  that  correlations 
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Table  4,1-1.  Joint  Distribution  of  Foods  According  to  Type  of 
Background  Preference  Effects  of  Age.-  and  Length 
of  Service  (Entries  are  numbers  of  foods) 


,  ...  .  .....  ..  ■ . 

1  *  .  'V  ***'’•' 

Length 

of. 

Servi ce 

. .  .  ...  •  ;  ■  ~  ■  ... ' ' 

v:Y-<-  ■  -T 

ypical  Len 

gth. 

^JaU 

■  •  " 

— ■  -  of .  ■ 

No 

Age 

Uptrends  Service  Trends 

Downtrends 

Trend  Total 

Uptrends 

52 

37 

O'  V;'/; 

--jifC;' 

2  s  9<1 

Typical  Length 

of 

Service  Trends 

0 

20 

4 

.  ,1.  ,..25. 

Downtrends 

0 

V 

1 

88 

:*  lit,  ~  •  : 

2  91 

No  trend 

,  0 

25 

'  ■ 

14 

if 

17  .  ,  ,  56 

Total 

52 

83,  ,  . 

106 

22  263 

Conti n gene  y  Coef f 

*  ■  *  ■  ■  -  ji 

icient 

■  v.; ; 

i' t:  n  '.  ■ 

=  .77 

Corrected  Contingency  Coefficient  =. 89 


Table  4.12,  Joint  Distribution  of  Foods  According  to  Type  of 

Background  Preference  Effects  of  Length  of  Service 
and  Grade  (Entries  are  number  of  foods) 


Grade 


Length  of  Service 

Typical  Length 
of 

Uptrends  Service  trends 

Downtrends 

No 

trend 

Total 

Uptrends 

44 

8 

0 

0 

53 

Typical  Length  of 
Service  Trends 

4 

67 

8 

4 

83 

Downtrends 

0 

8 

97 

1 

106 

No  Trend 

1 

2 

3 

16 

22 

Total 

49 

85 

108 

21 

263 

Contingency  Coefficient  =  .80 

Corrected  Contingency  Coefficient  =  .92 
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Table  4*1 3 1  Joint  Distribution  of  Foods  According  to  Type  of 
Background  Preference  Effects  of  Age  and  Grade 
(Entries  are  number  of  foods) 


Grade _ _ 

Typical  Length 

of  No 


Uptrends  Servi < 

se  Trends 

Downtrends 

Trend 

Total 

Uptrends 

49  -/x 

39 

0 

3 

91 

Typica 1  Length  of 

Service  Trends 

0 

16 

9 

0 

25 

Downtrends 

0 

3 

86 

2 

91 

No  Trend 

0 

27 

13 

16 

56 

Total 

49 

85 

108 

21 

263 

Conti ngency 

Coefficient 

= 

.71 

- 

Corrected  Contingency  Coefficient  = 

.82 

involving  the  magnitudes  of  significance,  i.e.,  correlating 
the  absolute  levels  of  F  or  jt,  regardless  of  whether  they 
met  a  fixed  criterion,  might'  have  shown  even  stronger 
relationships  among  background  factors.  The  fact  remains 
that  even  the  joint  distfibuti ons  as  computed  demonstrate 
highly  interrelated  effects5;  *=t  r  ,  ,  i 

Marital  Status,  Separate  Rations/and  Live  In  Barracks 

Since  each  of  these  factors  is  dichotomous,  the  summary 
statement  of  significance  in  relation  to  preference  for  any 
food  can  be  simply  stated*  preference  in  one  category  or 
the  other  is  higher,  or  else  there  is  no  significant 
difference.  Seven  sets  of  combinations  of  joint  significance 
were  developed; 

1.  Married  higher,  separate  rations  higher,  live  out  of 
barracks  hi gher, 

2.  Married  higher,  separate  rations  higher,  live  in 
barracks  not  significant, 

3.  Married  higher,  live  out  of  barracks  higher,  separate 
rations  not  significant. 

4.  Separate  rations  higher,  live  out  of  barracks  higher, 
married  not  significant. 

5.  Mairried  higher,  other  factors  not  significant. 

6.  Separate  rations  higher,  other  factors  not  significant. 

7.  Live  in  barracks  higher,  other  factors  not  significant. 

Each  of  these  sets  had  an  "opposite"  set.  The  first  "opposite" 
set,  for  example,  was;  single  higher,  no  separate  rations 
allowance  higher,  live  in  barracks  higher.  Implicit  in  the 
scheme  is  the  notion  that  married  people  are  more  likely  than 
single  people  to  be  on  a  separate  rations  allowance  and  to  live 
out  of  the  barracks,  and  conversely  that  single  men  are  more 
likely  to  have  their  meals  in  a  mess  hall  and  to  live  in  the 
barracks. 


Each  of  the  263  foods  could  be  classified  in  one  of  the  seven 
sets  shown,  in  one  of  the  seven  alternate  sets,  or  in  a 
category  not  significant  on  any  factor.  Table  4.14  shows  the 


resulting  frequency  distributions.  Only  53  foods  failed  to 
show  even  one  significant  preference-factor  relationship.  Of 
the  remaining  210,  181  (86%)  varied  jointly  on  all  three 
factors.  Thus  if  one  knew  that,  e. g. ,  single  men  liked  a 
food  more  than  did  married  men,  one  could  also  say  with  about 
9  chances  in  10  of  being  correct,  that  men  on  separate  rations 
allowance  and  men  living  out  of  the  barracks  would  also  like 
it  better  than  men  in  the  opposite  groups.  Only  rarely  does 
preference  vary  wi th  any  of  these  factors  without  similar 
variation  in  regard  to  the  other  two  factors. 


Table  4. 14.  Interrelationships  Among  Marital  Status,  Separate 
Rations,  and  Living  In  and  Out  of  the  Barracks  in 
Regard  to  Food  Preference  Trends  (Entries  are 
numbers  of  foods)  ~ 


Signif¬ 

icant 

on 

set  of 

Set  of  Factors  factors 

Opposi te  Set 

S i gn i f - 
■i  can't 
on 

set  of 
factors 

Tota 

Si ngl e  hi gher,  no 

Married  higher,  separate 

separate  rations 

rations  higher,  live  out 

higher,  live  in 

of  barracks  higher. 

120 

barracks  higher. 

61 

181 

Married  higher,  separate 

Single  higher,  no 

rations  higher. 

1 

separate  rations  higher 

.  2 

3 

Married  higher,  live  out 

Single  higher,  live  in 

of  barracks  higher. 

1 

barracks  higher. 

1 

2 

No  separate  rations 

Separate  rations  higher, 

higher,  live  in 

• 

live  out  of  barracks  higher  k 

barracks  higher. 

3 

7 

Married  higher 

3 

Single  hi  gher 

9 

12 

No  separate  rations 

Separate  rations  higher 

0 

higher. 

2 

2 

Live  out  of  barracks 

higher. 

0 

Live  in  barracks  higher 

0 

3 

Total 

132 

Total 

78 

210 

Not  significant 

on  any  factor 

53 

Grand  Total  263 


3i  STATISTICAL  RELIABILITY  AND  ERROR  ESTIMATES 
A.  Significance  of  Differences  Among  Foods 


Sufficient  information  is  provided  in  the  individual  food 
summary  tables  to  enable  one  to  perform  tests  of  statistical 
significance  between  any  two  foods  using  standard  procedures. 

Observations  on  the  manner  of  use  of  the  results  from  the 
earlier  preference  studies  indicated  that  in  most  cases  the 
user  was  interested  in  inferring  whether  two  foods  in  the 
same  class  or  subclass  differed.  For  example,  one  is  more 
often  concerned  in  determining  whether  strawberry  jelly  is 
preferred  to  grape  jel 1 y  than  whether  jelly  is  preferred  to 
beef. 

The  most  accurate  way  to  determi ne  signficance  is  by  actual 
computation  using  the  figures  for  the  individual  foods; 
however  it  would  be  useful  to  have  a  guide  for  the  rapid  and 
approximate  assessment  of  differences  in  order  to  be  able  to 
infer  the  degree  of  significance  by  simply  noting  the  means 
and  the  difference  between  them, 

A  series  of  analyses  was  performed  in  order  to  provide  such  a 
ready  approximation.  The  foods  in  each  class  were  divided  into 
two  groups,  a  high  preference  segment  and  a  low  preference 
segment.  The  former  included  foods  with  average  ratings  above 
the  class  median,  and  the  latter  the  foods  below  the  median. 
This  division  was  made  because  the  1 ower  the  average  prefer¬ 
ence,  the  higher  the  stati stical  error,  other  things  being 
equal.  Then  average  variances  were  calculated  for  each 
segment  separately.  Assuming  that  the  variances  within  < 
each  segment  were  approximately  the  same  and  assuming  a 
minimum  sample  size  of  2,000,  the  following  equation  was  used 
to  establish  the  least  significant  difference  (L.S.D. )  at  the 
.05  and  at  the  ,01  levels; 


L»S.D,( >05) 


L,S,D,( ) 

The  results  of  these  anal yses  are  shown  in  Table  4,15,  The 
range  of  L.S.D, 's  at  the  ,05  level  is  from  .08  (high  prefer¬ 
ence  fruits)  to  .15  ( 1 ow  preference  vegetables).  The 
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corresponding  range  for  the  .01  level  L.S.D.'s  is  from  .11 
to  . 20,  These  figures  mean  that  if  one  selects  two  foods  at 
random  within  a  given  segment  and  food  class*  and  if  the  foods 
differ  by  as  much  as  one-fifth  of  a  scale  point,  they  are 
reliably  di fferential 1y preferred  at  least  at  the  ,01  level.  < 

A  difference  of  .15  scale  points  is  more  than  sufficient  for 
significance  at  the  ,05  level.  For  fruits,  about  half  of  this 
amount  of  difference  would  be  sufficient  for  significance. 

Note  that  these  rules  apply  to  foods  selected  at  random.  Often 
there  is  a  temptation  to  compare  the  lowest  rating  and  the 
highest  rating  food.  In  that  case,  if  one  applies  these  rules, 
the  L.S.D.'s  are  inappropriate  since  one  has  capitalized  on 
chance  differences  and  thereby  has  violated  the  assumptions  of 
randomness. 

Another  approach  to  obtaining  L.S.D.'s  is  by  considering  foods 
not  within  classes,  but  within  subclasses. 

Table  4.16  shows  the  L.S.D.'s  for  foods  within  each  subclass. 
Because  of  the  smaller  number  of  foods  within  subclasses  than  • 
within  classes,  dividing  them  into  high  and  Tow  preference 
segments  was  not  deemed  worthwhile.  The  L.S.D.'s,  however  are 
comparable  in  magnitude  to  those  in  Table  4,15.  The  differ¬ 
ences  among  subclasses  within  a  given  class  are  generally  not 
great.  The  maximum  differences  are  ,03  (.05  level)  and  ,05 
(.01  level).  If  one  finds  a  one-fifth  scale  point  difference 
between  any  two  randomly  selected  foods,  one  can  be  fairly 
confident  that  the  difference  is  highly  significant 
statistically.  If  the  difference  is  less  than  .08  scale  points, 
it  is  not  likely  to  be  significant  even  at  the  .05  level.  For 
differences  between  ,08  and  ,20,  one  should  consult  Table  4.15 
or  Table  4.16  for  a  better  estimate  of  the  level  of  signifi¬ 
cance. 

The  correlation  between  the  mean  and  variance  across  all  foods 
was  -.87.  This  means  that  the  more  a  food  is  liked,  the  less 
the  variation  among  people.  This  correlation  is  to  some 
extent  an  artifact  in  the  sense  that  to  attain  a  high  mean 
rating,  e.g.,  8,00,  most  people  would  have  to  rate  the  food 
"like  extremely"  or  "like  very  much".  Since  the  oppor tuni ty 
to  vary  is  denied,  the  variation  has  to  be  small.  On  the  other 
hand,  a  mean  rating  of  5.0  implies  a  wide  latitude  to  rate  and 
the  distributions  more  evenly  cover  the  entire  scale,  which 
allows  the  variance  to  be  high. 
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How  does  the L.S.D.,  which  reflects  the  variance,  differ 
according  to  mean  rating?  Using  the  data  contained  in  the 
preceding  table,  an  equation  was  derived  relati ng  L.S.D's 
to  average  ratings.  Then  the  expected  L.S.D. 's  for  average 
preference  rati ngs  varyi ng  i n  quarter-seal e  point  steps  from 
5.00  to  8.00  were  calculated.  These  L.S.D's  at  the  .05  and 
at  the  .01  levels  are  shown  i n  Table  4,17,  along  with  the 
actual  equations.  Again,  it  can  be  seen  that  there  is  a 
need  to  inspect  this  table  only  when  a  difference  is  between 
.08  and  .20  scale  points. 

Findings  From  Previous  Surveys 

Peryam,  £t  al_.  (I960)  estimated  the  median  standard  error  of 
a  mean  to  be  about  ,045  scale  points.  This  would  correspond 
to  an  L.S.D,  of  about  .13  at  the  .05  level,  or  about  ,16  at 
the  .01  level,  which  are  very  close  to  the  ones  calculated 
here.  Even  though  these  standard  errors  were  estimated  very 
roughly,  they  are  consistent  with  present  fi ndi ngs. 

I n  both  cases,  the  standard  errors  are  based  upon  wi thin 
survey  variation.  As  such,  they  reflect  only  the  variation 
within  a  particular  framework  of  time  and  method  of  surveying. 
These  standard  errors  predict  what  should  happen  in  future 
surveys  run  under  identical  conditions  and  using  random 
samples  of  respondents  from  the  same  population.  If  a  mean 
preference  rati ng  obtai ned  in  a  later  survey  were  found  to  vary 
outside  the  predicted  range,  then  any  one,  or  all,  of  these 
restrictions  might  have  been  violated.  On  the  other  hand, 
preference  may  actual  1 y  have  changed  or  something  in  the 
environment  may  have  changed.  For  example,  there  may  have  been 
alterations  in  menu  patterns  or  changes  in  the  quality  of  the 
foods  served  during  the  interim  period. 
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Table  4.15.  Approximate  Least  Significant  Differences 

(L.S.D.'s)  at  the  .05  and  .01  Levels  Between 
Two  Randomly  Selected  High-Preference  and 
Between  Two  Randomly  Selected  Low-Preference 
Foods  Within  Each  Food  Class 


Between  Foods  in  High  Between  Foods  in  Low 
Preference  Segment  #  Preference  Segment  # 
L.S.D.  L.S.D. 


Aver- 

.05 

.01 

Aver- 

.05 

.01 

age 

Level 

Level 

Me-.. 

Level 

Level 

Accessory  foods 

6. 85 

.10 

.13 

5.89 

^14 

.18 

Beverages 

7.33 

.10 

.13 

5.91 

•  14 

.18 

Breads 

7.43 

.09 

1 12 

6.47 

.13 

.17 

Cereals 

6.97 

.10 

vl  3 

5.91 

.13 

.17 

Desserts 

7.26 

.10 

.13 

6.39 

.12 

.16 

Fruits 

7.65 

.08 

.11 

5.96 

.13 

.18 

Main  dishes 

7.32 

.10 

.14 

6.00 

.14 

.19 

Potatoes  and 
Starches 

7.04 

.12 

.16 

6C  06 

.14 

.18 

Salads 

6.57 

.12 

.15 

5.41 

.14 

.19 

Soups 

6.39 

.12 

.16 

5.65 

.14 

.19 

Vegetables 

6.64 

.12 

.16 

5. 18 

.15 

.20 

#  High  preference  segment  includes  foods  wi  th  mean  ratings  above 
the  median  within  the  food  class;  low  preference  segment  includes 
foods  wi th  mean  ratings  below  the  median. 
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Table  4. 1 6,  Approximate  Least  Significant  Differences 

(L.S.D.'s)  at  the  .05  and  ,01  Levels  Between 
Two  Randoml y  Selected  Foods  Wi th in  Sub-C 1  asses 

Food  Class  and  Subclass  Least  Si qnif icant  Pi fferences 

♦  05  Level*  .61  LeveT 

I.  ACCESSORY  FOODS  "2 


Condiments  and 

rel i shes -sweet 

.12 

.16 

Condiments  arid 

relishes -other 

.15 

.19 

Hot  condiments 

and  sauces 

.13 

.17 

Sauces,  gravies 

and  toppings 

.  12 

.16 

Spreads 

.11 

.14 

II.  BEVERAGES 

Fruit  or  fruit  flavored  .11 

Others  ,14 

III.  BREADS 

Sweet  (with  sugar  ingredients)  .11  .14 

Other  breads  and  crackers  .11  ,15 

IV.  CEREALS 

Cold 
Hot 

V.  DESSERTS 

Cakes 
Cookies 

C obb 1 er s  an d  pi es 


Ice  creams 

.10 

.13 

Gel  a tins 

.12 

.15 

Puddi ngs 

.13 

.17 

FRUITS 

Fresh 

.11 

.15 

Canned  or  prepared 

.12 

.16 

.10  .13 

.13  .18 


.10  .14 
.11  .14 
.12  .16 


.  14 
.19 
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Table  4.16.  Continued 


Food 

Class  and  Subclass 

Least  Si gni fi cant 

0  i  f ferences 

.05  Level  . 

01  Level 

VII. 

MAIN  DISHES 

Eggs  and  omelets 

.1 2 

.16 

Cheeses 

.15 

.20 

Cereal  1 i ght  mai n  dishes 

.13 

.17 

Meats 

.13 

.17 

VIII. 

POTATOES  AND  STARCHES 

Potatoes 

.12 

.  16 

Rice 

.15 

.20 

Other  starches 

.13 

.17 

IX. 

SALADS 

Fruit 

.12 

.  1 6 

Vegetable 

.13 

.17 

Combination 

.14 

.19 

X. 

SOUPS 

.14 

.  1 8 

XI. 

VEGETABLES 

Flowers,  fruits,  and  seeds 

.14 

.18 

Leaves  and  stems 

.15 

.20 

Roots  and  bulbs 

.15 

.20 
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Table  4,17.  Estimated  Least  Significant  Differences  at  the  ,05 
and  ,01  Levels  Between  Two  Randomly  Selected  Foods 
as  a  Function  of  Level  of  Preference 

Average  Least  S i gni f i cant 

Preference  Difference 

Rating  705  Level  .01  Level 


8.00 

.08 

.12 

7.75 

.09 

.12 

7.50 

.09 

.13 

7.25 

.10 

.14 

7.00 

.11 

.14 

7.75 

.11 

.15 

6,50 

.12 

.  16 

6.25 

.13 

.  1 6 

6.00 

.13 

.17 

5.75 

.14 

.18 

5.50 

,14 

.18 

5.25 

.15 

.19 

5.00 

,  16 

.20 

L  „  S » D  „  ^ o o 5 ) =  • 29  —  ,0265  (Average) 

L.S.D.^q^3  ,33  —  ,0265  (Average) 


62 


Inter -form  Variabi 1 i ty  in  Preference  Ratings 

Six  foods  appeared  in  two  or  more  questionnaire  forms.  Three 
appeared  in  two  forms  only,  one  in  three  forms,  and  two  in 
all  seven  forms.  The  mean  ratings  for  each  of  these  foods 
for  the  various  forms  are  shown  in  Table  4.18,  along  with  the 
average  deviation  and,  in  two  cases,  the  standard  deviation. 

These  data  provide  an  ill ustratioh  of  the  kind  of  discrepancies 
which  might  arise  as  a  joint  function  of  random  variation  and 
factors  in  design  and  administration  which  are  somewhat 
incidental  and  not  control  Table. 

It  is  assumed  that  when  a  food  appeared  in  two  different 
forms,  there  are  at  least  two  sources  of  variation  to 
consider.  First,  there  is  sampling  variation  due  merely  to 
the  fact  that  different  groups  of  men  completed  the -different 
forms.  This  would  have  been  random  if  the  different  forms 
were  distributed  properly  as  planned.  The  other  source  of 
variation  is  that  represented  by  the  different  lists  of  foods 
in  each  form  as  well  as  the  placement  of  the  particular  food, 
e.g,,  the  rating  for  spaghetti  and  meat  ba 1 1 s  might  have 
depended  on  whether  it  followed  gr ill ed  s teak  or  fried  fish. 

The  number  of  foods  studied  here  was  too  smal 1  to  permit 
generalization,  but  the  interform  differences  seem  to  be  of 
about  the  same  order,  although  somewhat  .larger,  than  would  be 
expected  from  sampling  theory.  For  example,  the  average 
standard  deviation  of  these  foods  is  about  2.00  scale  points. 
Assuming  a  sample  size  per  form  of  2,000,  one  Would  have  a 
standard  error  of  about  .045  scale  points.  The  standard 
error  of  a  mean  corresponds  to  the  standard  deviation  of 
sample  means.  The  standard  deviations  of  the  sample  means 
for  buttered  turnips  and  for  spaghetti  and  meat  balls  are 
shown  in  Table  4,1 8.  It  may  be  noted  that  both  were  larger 
than  the  theoretical  value  —  exactly  twice  as  large,  in 
fact.  The  actual  reason,  or  reasons,  for  these  discrepancies 
are  unknown.  One  possible  factor  has  been  mentioned,  namely, 
the  varying  contexts  represented  by  the  different  forms j 
however,  it  is  also  possible  that  projections  of  error  based 
on  sampling  theory  would  consistently  underestimate  the 
variati on. 
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Table  4.18.  Variation  in  Preference  Ratings  Due  to 
Questi onnaire  Form 

Aver-  Stan- 

Mean  Ratings  with  age  dard 
Various  Question-  Devi-  Devi  - 
Food  naire  Forms  ation  Ation 


Maple  syrup 

6.70 

Iced  coffee 

3.82 

Sliced  tomatoes 

7,69 

Bread  puddi ng 

6.36 

Buttered  turnips 

4.89 

5.00 

5.15 

5.09 

Spaghetti 
&  Meatbal 1 s 

7.28 

7.52 

7.55 

7.47 

6.78 

.04 

4.18 

.18 

- 

7.92 

.1 1 

- 

6.46 

.04 

- 

4.90 

5. 05 

4.94 

.09  .09 


7.43 

7.52 

7.54  .07  .09 
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B.  S  i  gni  f i  can-ce  of  Pi  f  ferences  Among  Bickground  Gateggri  es 

One  of  the  practical  values  of  the  analysis  of  the  background 
characteristics  is  to  enable  menu  pi anners  and  others 
concerned  with  food  planning  to  estimate  the  level  of  prefer¬ 
ences  among  various  populations  differing  in  distributions  in 
regard  to  background  characteristics.  For  example,  if 
preference  for  a  food  declines  with  age,  and  if  the  planner 
is  deal ing  with  an  older- than-average  population,  then  some 
allowance  or  downward  adjustment  can  be  made  in  these 
estimates.  The  individual  food  summary  tables  provide  both 
the  degree  of  significance  as  wel 1  as  the  absolute  amount  of 
the  differences  between  background  categories. 

The  difference  between  any  two  given  categories  for  any  one 
.background  factor  are  probably  of  little  practical  interest 
since  typically  there  is  little  reason  for  comparing  two 
background  categor i es  per  se.  Cer ta i n 1 y ,  some  except i ons 
exist.  For  example,  perhaps  some  people  will  be  interested 
in  finding  out  whether  people  raised  in  New  England  differ 
from  people  raised  in  the  Southeast  with  respect  to  prefer¬ 
ences  for  certai  n  foods,  or  whether  suburbanites  and  large 
City  dwellers  differ  significantly. 

The  situation  regarding  the  significance  of  differences 
among  background  categories  is  analogous  to  that  for  deter¬ 
mining  the  significance  of  differences  between  foods.  One 
could  estimate  significance  among  background  categories  by 
applying  standard  statistical  tests.  The  basic  values  needed 
to  test  for  significance,  namely,  the  number  of  soldiers  in 
each  category,  this  standard  deviation,  and  the  background 
category  means,  are  shown  in  the  tables.  Using  the  standard 
deviation,  however,  would  tend  to  give  an  underestimate  of 
significance  to  the  extent  that  it  reflects  both  the  between- 
category  and  wi  thi  n-categor  y  variation.  It  is,  of  course,  the 
latter  variation  which  tests  of  significance  use  as  an  error 
estimate?  and  it  is  the  ratio  of  the  former  to  the  latter 
which  provi des  an  index  of  significance.  Moreover,  it  is 
possible  for  two  categories  within  a  set  to  differ  signifi¬ 
cantly,  while  all  categories  as  a  whole  might  not. 

Although  there  would  seem  to  be  little  practical  value  in 
testing  the  significance  of  the  difference  between  two 
randomly  selected  category  means,  it  is  stil  l  of  interest  to 
know  something  about  the  magnitude  of  their  "chance"  variation. 
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The  standard  errors  of  background  category  means  were 
calculated  for  each  background  characteristic  for  each  of 
the  five  "repeat"  foods.  These  foods  were  chosen  for 
analysis  because  certain  data  on  the  standard  errors  of 
category  means  were  available  from  the  previous  surveys 
and  because  they  represent  almost  the  entire  range  of 
levels  of  preference.  The  standard  error  was  the  square 
root  of  the  within  category  mean  square,  divided  by  the 
the  square  root  of  the  average  number  of  observations  per 
category.  The  larger  the  number  of  categories,  the 
smaller  the  denomi nator,  and  hence,  the  1 arger  the 
standard  error. 

Table  4. 19  shows  the  standard  errors  for  each  background 
category  mean  according  to  food  and  background  character¬ 
istic.  The  standard  errors  for  five  background  categories 
—  region  of  origin,  hometown  type,  age,  length  of  service, 
and  education  —  derived  from  previous  surveys  are  shown  in 
parentheses.  These  values  were  calculated  by  a  method 
which  represented  the  variation  attributable  to  the 
interaction  of  survey  and  "category. 

Of  the  25  possible  comparisons  - —  five  foods  by  five 
background  characteristics  —  between  previous  and  present 
results  the  standard  errors  were  identical  in  four  cases. 

The  previous  values  were  higher  in  19  cases,  and  lower  in 
only  two  cases.  That  the  present  standard  errors  are 
generally  lower  than  those  obtained  before  might  be 
attributable  to  the  difference  in  method  of  computation. 

The  previous  values  were  based  upon  the  interaction  of  survey 
and  background  category  means  whereas  the  computation  used 
here  ignored  any  variation  due  to  survey.  Note  that  the  two 
cases  where  the  standard  errors  are  hi gher  i n  the  present 
survey  involved  hometown  type,  where  there  is  a  larger  number 
of  categories  now  than  in  the  past. 

To  determine  whether  two  r a ndoml y  s e 1 e c t e d  b a c k grou n d  means, 
for  a  specified  background  factor  and  food,  differ  signifi¬ 
cantly  at  the  .01  or  .05  levels,  multiply  the  appropriate 
standard  error  —  the  standard  deviation  divided  by  the 
square  root  of  the  average  number  in  a  category  —  by  3.63  or 
2.76,  respectively.  If  this  product  is  equal  to  or  less  than 
the  observed  differences  between  the  means,  then  this  differ¬ 
ence  is  statistically  significant  at  the  designated  level. 
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Note  the  following  in  Table  4.19; 

a.  The  best-liked  foods  have  the  lowest  average  standard 
errors.  For  example,  the  value  for  fresh  si  iced  tomatoes 
is  .07  and  that  for  spaghetti  and  meat  balls  is  .08,  while 
the  low-ranked  i ced  coffee  has  a  standard  error  of  .12. 

b.  As  the  number  of  categories  increases,-,, the  standard  error 
increases.  The  background  characteristics  are  shown  in 
the  table  in  approximately  the  same  order  as  the  number 
of  categories.  Army  area  had  the  largest  number  (8)  and 
the  last  five  the  fewest  (only  two)  categories.  The 
explanation  is  that  the  sample  size  per  category  is 
reduced  as  the  number  of  categories  increases. 

While  there  is  some  variation  in  the  standard  errors  as  a 
function  of  food  and  category,  the  range  is  fairly  narrow 
—  from  .04  to  .15.  Thi s  means  that  a  least  significant 
difference  at  the  .01  level  would  vary  from  .15  to  .54? 
and  at  the  .05  1 evel  i t  woul d  vary  from  .11  to  .43.  Differ¬ 
ences  less  than  these  lower  limits  could  automatically  be 
Considered  not  si gnifi cant j  and  differences  greater  than  the 
upper  limits  could  automatical  1  y  be  considered  as  significant 
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Table  4.19.  Standard  Errors  of  Background  Category  Means  for 
Five  "Repeat"  Foods  According  to  Background 
Characteristic 


Fresh  Spaghetti 

Sliced  and  Bread  Buttered  Iced  Aver 


Characteri stic 

Tomatoes 

Meatball s 

Pudding  Turnips 

Coffee 

age 

Army  area 

.  09 

.09 

.11 

.14 

.  15 

.12 

Region  of  origin 

.09 

(.10) 

.09 

(.10) 

.11 

(.19) 

.14 
( .  14) 

.15 

(.22) 

.12 

(.16) 

Hometown  type 

.09 
( .05) 

.09 
( .  08) 

.11 
(.1  3) 

.14 

(.18) 

.15 

(.15) 

.12 
( .  1 3) 

Age 

.08 

(JO 

.  08 
(.11) 

.11 

(.13) 

.13 

(.18) 

.14 

(.21) 

.11 

(.15) 

Length  of  service 

.08 

(.09) 

.08 

(.16) 

.11 

(.18) 

.13 

(.14) 

,1 4 
(.14) 

.11 

(.14) 

Grade 

.08 

.09 

.  10 

.13 

.14 

.11 

GTAS 

.08 

.08 

.10 

.12 

.13 

.10 

Educati  on 

,06 
( .  08) 

.09 

(.09) 

.09 

(.13) 

.13 

(.14) 

.11 

(.18) 

.10 

(.13) 

Father's  education 

.  08 

.09 

.  10 

.13 

.13 

.11 

Component 

.04 

.05 

.06 

.07 

.08 

.06 

Marital  status 

.04 

.05 

.06 

.07 

.08 

.06 

L i ve  in  b a r r ack s 

.04 

.05 

.06 

.07 

.08 

.06 

Separate  rati ons 

.04 

.05 

.06 

.07 

.08 

.06 

Average 

.07 

.08 

.09 

.  1 1 

.12 

.09 

Note:  Figures  in 

parentheses 

are  the 

standard 

errors  obtained 

i  n 

previous  surveys,  as  reported  in  Per yam,  et  al  (I960),  p. 55, 
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CHAPTER  5.  Preference  in  Relation  to  Food  Class 
and  Background  Characteristics 

If  one  assumes  the  validity  of  both  the  logic  behind,  and  the 
application  of,  the  concept -.of-  competitive  classes,  one  can 
meaningful ly  summari ze  the  results  by  food  classes  and  *  ; 
explore  the  data  for  hypotheses  and  for  unifying  generali¬ 
zations.  :  ~ 

The  number  of  possible  comparisons  among  foods  within  classes 
is  practically  infinite.  Hence  no  complete  exposi ti on  will 
be  attempted.  This  chapter  presents  only  a  summary  of  the 
results  for  each  food  class,  describes  the  variability  of 
preferences  as  a  function  of  background  characteristics,  and 
draws  limited  inferences.  This  process  had  to  be  highly 
selective,' and,  of  necessity,  not  exhaust!  ve.  In  some  ways, 
however,  this  chapter  serves  as  an  example  of  what  the 
technically  oriented  reader  can  do  to  meet  his  more  specific 
needs  and  purposes. 

Two  sets  of  tables  are  referred  to  throughout  this  chapter. 

One  set  consists  of  the  individual  food  summaries  which  are 
included  in  the  appendix  ( Section  1 1 1 ) ,  Information  about 
specific  foods  can  be  verified,  or  elaborated,  by  reference  to 
them.  A  summary  has  also  been  prepared  for  each  food  class  and 
these  are  included  here  along  with  the  discussion.  Table  5.1 
explains  the  codes  used  for  trends  in  preference  in  relation 
to  the  background  characteristics.  (It  is  also  included  in  the 
appendix).  Tables  5.2  -  5.12  apply  to  the  various  food  classes, 
and  are  all  constructed  in  the  same  form.  They  present  the 
following  information; 

(1)  The  average  rating  for  each  subclass  and  for  sub-subclasses 
where  they  occur. 

(2)  The  overall  class  average  and  the  range  of  mean  ratings  for 
the  individual  foods. 

(3)  The  average  variance  for  the  class  and  the  range  of  variances 
for  the  individual  foods. 

(4)  Information  regarding  significant  (1,0%  or  0,1%  level)  effects 
on  preference  is  summarized  for  each  background  factor  in 
terms  of  the  number  of  foods  displaying  each  type  of  trend 
and  the  total  number  and  percent  within  the  class. 
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(5)  For  the  purposes  of  these  tables  there  were  certain 

groupings  of  trends  which  are  not  explained  elsewhere: 

(a)  The  "X"  category  (typical  length  of  service  trend)  here 
included  only  the  "pure  X's".  When  an  "X"  trend  was 
combi  ned  wi  th  an  uptrend  or  down-trend,  the  case  i  s 
included  in  the  "U"  or  "D"  category  as  appropriate. 

( b)  Weak  trends  ("u"  or  "d")  and  strong  trends  ("U"  or 
"D")  are  grouped  together. 

(c)  The  "C"  (complex)  category  includes  those  cases  where 
variation  was  significant  but  the  trend  could  not  be 
classified.  It  occurs  only  with  the  continuous  factors 


Table  5.1.  Codes  for  Trends  in  Preference  with  Background 
Characteristics.  (This  table  also  appears  in 
the  appendix.  It  is  reproduced  here  for 
convenient  reference) 


I .  Army  Area  and  Regi  on  of  Origin 

No  trends  are  shown  for  these  two  factors  for  reasons 
discussed  in  the  text.  Inspection  of  the  Individual 
Food  Summary  Tables  is  necessary  to  determine  high 
and  low  areas  and  regions. 

II,  Age,  Length  of  Service,  Grade,  GTAS ,  Education,  and 
Father's  Education 

U*  Preference  clearly  increases  wi th  increasing  values 
of  the  characteristic. 

u=  Preference  tends  to  increase  with  increasing  values 
of  the  characteristic,  but  not  in  a  perfect  or  near 
perfect  monotonic  manner,  or  else  not  to  the  same 
extent  as  with  "U". 

d=  Preference  tends  to  decrease  with  increasing  values 
of  the  characteristic,  but  not  in  a  perfect  or  near 
perfect  monotonic  manner,  or  not  to  the  same  extent 
as  wi th  "U" . 

D=  Preference  cl  ear  1 y  decreases  with  increasing  values 
of  characteristic. 


LI I,  Special  Symbols  for  Age,  Length  of  Service,  and  Grade 

X=  Preference  is  highest  with  the  lowest  value  of  the 
characteristic;  as  values  of  the  characteristic 
increase,  preference  first  drops  sharply  then  begins 
a  recovery  which  brings  preference  back  to  its  initial 
level.  This  pattern  of  change  is  referred  to  as  the 
"typical  length  of  service"  trend, 

UX=  A  "U"  trend  with  an  "X"  trend  superimposed.  Preference 
drops  sharply  from  the  initial  level,  then  begins  a 
regular  recovery  which  takes  it  higher  than  the  initial 
1 evel . 
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ux=  A  "u"  trend  with  an  "X"  trend  superimposed. 

Preference  drops  sharply  from  the  initial  level,  then 
begins  a  recovery  which  takes  i t  higher  than  the 
initial  level j  however  it  is  not  as  definite  and 
regular  as  the  "UX"  trend, 

dx=  A  "d"  trend  wi th  an  "X"  trend  superimposed.  Prefer¬ 
ence  drops  sharply,  then  begi ns  a  recovery  wh ich 
never  reaches  the  initial  level. 

DX=  A  "D"  trend  wi th  an  "X"  trend  superimposed.  Prefer¬ 
ence  drops  sharply,  then  begi ns  a  recovery!  however, 
the  highest  category  is  still  definitely  lower  than 
the  i ni ti al  level , 

dh=  Preference  drops  sharply  from  its  initial  level,  then 
does  not  change  appreci abl y, 

1 v*  Dichotomous  Characteri s ti es 

Component:  RA=  Regular  Army  men  show  higher 

preference, 

US=  Inducted  men  show  higher  preference. 

Marital  status:  M  =  Married  men  show  higher  preference. 

S  =  Single  men  show  higher  preference. 

Live  in  barracks:  I  =  Men  living  in  barracks  show  higher 

preference, 

0  =  Men  living  out  of  barracks  show 
higher  preference. 

Separate  rat  ions:  S  =  Men  on  separate  rations  allowance 

show  higher  preference. 

NS =  Men  not  on  separate  rations  allowance 
show  higher  preference. 
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I,  ACCESSORY  FOODS 


The  39  foods  in  this  class  encompass  a  range  from  4. 60  (sour 
cream)  to  7.47  ( butter) .  Inspection  of  Table  5.2  ?hoWS  that  ' 
age,  length  of  service,  and  grade  were  significantly  related 
to  92%-95%  of  all  the  foods.  The  directions  of  trends  on 
these  background  characteri  sties,  however ,  were  fai r 1 y  even! y 
split  between  "up"  and  "down". 

Examination  of  the  individual  food  summary  tables  shows  that 
this  split  is  really  not  random.  It  reflects  the  rule  that 
preference  for  sweet  foods  dec! i nes  wi th  age,  but  that  prefer¬ 
ence  for  the  more  tart,  bitter,  or  subtly  flavored  ones 
increases.  Preference  ratings  for  practically  all  fruit-type 
spreads  declined  sharply  wi th  age,  as  did  two  of  the  three 
sweet  condiments  and  relishes  (maraschino  cherries  and  raisins). 
The  third,,  mixed  sweet  pickles,  showed  an  up-trend  wi th  age. 

None  of  the  other  background  factors  shoWed  as  many  significant 
trends  as  did  the  age-related  ones.  The  complex  of  marital 
status,  live  in  barracks  and  separate  rations  came  nearest. 

Men  who  were  married,  who  lived  out  of  the  barracks,  or  who  were 
on  separate  rations  allowance  had  higher  preferences  for  more 
foods  than  those  wi th  the  reverse  characteristic. 

Several  foods  appear  particularly  interesting  because  of  their 
striking  trends.  Mushrooms,  for  example,  showed  preference 
up-trends  with  age,  length  of  service,  and  grade.  The  inter¬ 
category  range  was  high;  up  to  1,65  scale  points.  Also  the 
up-trends  for  mushrooms  were  very  evi dent  in  regard  to  education 
and  GTAS.  Green  pi tted  ol i ves,  however,  showed  the  same  type  of 
education  trend  —  al though  not  a  GTAS  trend  —  and  also  showed 
a  significant  upward  hometown  type  relationship. 

Another  i nteresti ng  comparison  is  between  butter  and  margar i ne. 
The  former  was  much  better  liked,  but  showed  di fferent  trends 
in  regard  to  education.  Whereas  preference  for  butter  went  up 
with  increasing  education,  preference  for  margarine  showed  the 
opposite  trend.  Whi pped  cream  was  preferred  to  wh i pped-type 
dessert  toppi ng,  but  only  by  a  one-quarter  scale  point  margin. 

Thirteen  fruit-type  spreads  were  surveyed.  Currant  jelly  and 
orange  marmal ade  were  the  least  preferred.  Among  the  jams,  the 
"red"  ones  —  strawberry,  and  c her ry  were  the  best-liked.  The 
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other  two  jams  — peach  and  pi neapple  —  were  significantly 
lower,  particularly  the  pineapple. 

Strawberry  jelly  was  the  best  liked  of  all  fruit-type  spreads 
(7.33)  followed  by  grape  jelly  (7.10).  Blackberry  jelly 
achieved  a  fairly  good  rating  (6.96),  comparable  to  the  "red" 
jams*  but  apple  and  currant  jel 1 ies  were  si gni f icantl y  1  ess 
preferred,  (6/63  and  6,15,  respectively).  Among  other  types 
of  spreads,  butter  was  clearly  the  best  1  iked  and  cream 
cheese  the  least.  The  preference  rating  for  honey  was  higher 
than  that  for  margari ne,  but  was  still  almost  a  full  scale 
point  lower  than  that  for  butter. 


Table  5.2.  Accessory  Foods.  Class  Summary 


No.  of 

Ave. 

Sub  Class 

Foods 

Rating 

Sweet  Condiments  & 

Number  of  foods  : 

39 

Rel i shes 

3 

6.37 

Class  average  : 

6.37 

Other  Condiments  & 

Range  of  averages: 

4.60-7,47 

Rel  i  shes 

1 1 

5.91 

Average  variance  : 

3.79 

Hot  Condiments  & 

Range  of  variances: 

1.95-6.68 

Sauces 

3 

6.13 

Sauces,  Gravies,  & 

Toppings 

5 

6.48 

Frui t-type  Spreads 

13 

6.75 

Other  Spreads 

4 

6.41 

Type  of  Trend 

( Number  of  Foods)  Total 


U  X  c 

D 

No. 

7° 

Age 

18  2 

1 

16 

37 

95 

Length  of  service 

14  5 

1 

16 

36 

92 

Grade 

15  3 

- 

18 

36 

92 

Hometown  type 

2 

1 

6 

9 

23 

GTAS 

5 

1 

1 

7 

18 

Education 

5 

1 

2 

8 

21 

Father's  education 

- 

4 

1 

5 

13 

No. 

No. 

Component  1 

RA>US 

10 

US»RA 

7 

17 

44 

Marital  status 

M  >S 

19 

S>  M 

7 

26 

67 

Live  in  barracks 

0  >1 

20 

I>0 

9 

29 

74 

Separate  rations 

S»MS 

20 

MS>  S  ' 

7 

27 

69 

Army  area 

1 

3 

Region  of  origin 

17 

44 

U 

-  Includes 

all  up-trends 

X 

_  II 

typical  length  of 

service  trends 

D  -  "  all  down-trends 

C  -  11  all  foods  showing  significant 

variation  but  no  trend. 
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II.  BEVERAGES 


Of  the  21  beverages,  three  were  rated  below  5.00s  iced  coffee 
(4.00),  instant  coffee  (4.79),  and  buttermil k  (4. 85) .  The 
next  lowest  rating  was  6,04,  for  noncarbonated  cherry  drink. 

The  highest  rati ng  beverage  was  fresh  mil k  ( 8. 36) ,  fol lowed 
by  frozen  orange  juice  (7.73).  The  average  for  fruit  or  fruit- 
flavored  beverages  was  higher  than  that  for  other  beverages 
(6.98  vs  6.17). 

Of  the  five  noncarbonated  fruit-flavored  beverages,  cherry  was 
the  least  preferred  (6,04)  and  orange  the  most  preferred  ( 7 . 32) . 

In  general,  these  beverages  were  preferred  by  younger  and 
single  men,  by  those  who  had  relatively  little  length  of  service 
and  1 ower  mi  1 i tary  grades,  and  by  those  living  in  the  barracks 
who  were  not  on  separate  rations.  For  the  cherry  drink  and  grape 
drink,  there  were  down-trends  wi th  education  and  wi th  GTAS,  and 
for  lime  drink  there  was  an  up-trend  with  hometown  type. 

Orange  juice  was  a  highly  preferred  food.  However,  frozen  orange 
j_uice  achieved  a  significantly  higher  rating  than  did  canned 
orange  ju.ice,(  7.73  vs  7.41),  and  canned  orange  juice,  in  turn, 
was  rated  significantly  higher  than  instant  orange  juice  (6.84), 

As  with  coffee  the  word  "instant"  seems  to  have  unfavorable 
connotations  for  the  consumer.  Preferences  for  frozen  and  for 
canned  orange  juice  were  related  to  the  same  background  factors 
and  in  the  same  ways.  Preferences  for  the  noncarbonated  beverages 
also  followed  the  same  trends,  dropping  with  each  of  the  age- 
related  background  factors.  However,  no  relationships  were  found 
between  preference  for  "instant  orange  juice  and  any  of  the  back¬ 
ground  factors,  except  for  grade  where  the  rel ati onshi p  was  very 
complex. 

Fruit  punch,  grape  juice,  grape  punch,  and  limeade  displayed 
background  preference  patterns  similar  to  those  for  the 'noncarbon- 
ated  beverages,  al  though  limeade  was’  significantly  preferred  to 
lime  drink  ( 6.90  vs  S'.  1  5) .  Grape  juic.^  had  a  higher  mean  rating 
thaw  did  ei  ther  grape  punch  or  grape'- drink  (7.39  vs  7.04  and  6,91). 

Turning  now  t<f>  the  other  (neither  fruit  nor  fruit-flavored)  drinks, 
buttermi Ik  is  perhaps  the  most  interesting.  Although  it  is  a  low- 
rated  food,  preference  varied  wi th  ever y  background  characteristic 
except  Army  area.  Preference  decreased _wi th  hometown  type, 
education,  GTAS,  and  fathers  education.  Preference  increased  with 
age,  length  of  service,  and  grade.  It  was  liked  more  by  Regular 
Army  personnel,  by  those  who  were  married,  who  were  on  separate 
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rations,  or  who  lived  out  of  the  barracks. 

This  food  may  be  contrasted  with  vegetable  juice,  where  not  a 
single  background  factor  was  significantly  related  to  prefer¬ 
ence.  Preferences  for  fresh  mi  1 k  showed  the  same  age-related 
effects  as  did  preferences  for  the  noncarbonated  fruit-flavored 
drinks.  Preferences  for  the  two  types  of  hot  chocolate  (self- 
prepared  and  from  di spenser)  also  declined  wi th  age,  1 ength  of 
service,  and  grade?  but  unlike  preference  for  fresh  milk, 
preference  for  hot  chocol ate  was  not  appreciably  related  to  the 
cluster  of  marital  status,  live  in  barracks,  or  separate 
rations. 

The  three  coffee  items  offer  some  interesting  comparisons. 
Preference  for  coffee  per  se  i ncreased  wi th  age,  length  of 
service,  and  grade,  and  showed  the  expected  relationships  with 
marital  status,  live  in  barracks  and  separate  rations.  It  weis 
also  better  liked  by  regular  Army  personnel  than  by  inductees. 

But  iced  coffee  and  instant  coffee  both  tended  to  show  opposi te 
relationships.  Preference  went  down  wi th  length  of  service  and 
grade,  and  these  items  were  less  1  iked  by  married  men,  by  those 
living  out  of  the  barracks,  and  by  those  on  separate  rations,. 

In  addition,  preference  for  instant  coffee  dropped  with  GTAS, 
and  that  for  iced  coffee  increased  with  hometown  type  and  with 
education.  Possibly  of  most  interest  was  the  large  difference 
in  preference  between  coffee  per  se  and  the  other  two  coffees, 
instant  and  iced  (7.11  vs  4.79  and  4.00). 

Hot  tea  did  not  achieve  as  high  a  rating  as  coffee  (6.05  vs  7.1  1). 
It  was  preferred  more  by  those  living  in  1 ar ge  communi ti es,  by 
those  having  higher  levels  of  education,  and  by  those  whose 
fathers  were  more  educated.  It  was  also  preferred  more  by  those 
not  on  separate  rations. 
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Table  5.3.  Beverages.  Class  Summary 

No. of  Ave. 

Sub  Class  Foods  Rating 

Fruits  or  Fruit  Number  of  foods  :  21 

Flavored  12  6.98  Class  average  56,63 

Other  Beverages  9  6, 17  Range  of  averages  :4. 00-8. 36 

Average  variance  s 3.61 
Range  of  variances: 1.43-8.84 


Type  of  Trend 

(Number  of  Foods)  Total 


U  X 

c 

D 

NO. 

_%_ 

Age 

2 

15 

17 

81 

Length  of  service 

2 

- 

16 

18 

86 

Grade 

2  - 

1 

16 

19 

9° 

Hometown  type 

6 

1 

7 

33 

GTAS 

- 

4 

4 

19 

Education 

2 

1 

4 

7 

33 

Father's  education 

1 

1 

1 

3 

14 

No, 

No. 

Component 

RA>US 

2 

US>RA 

2 

4 

19 

Marital  status 

M  >  S 

2 

S  >  M 

13 

15 

71 

Li ve  in  barracks 

0>I 

1 

I  >0 

14 

15 

71 

Separate  rati ons 

S  >  NS 

2 

NS  >  S 

16 

18 

86 

Army  area  5  24 

Region  of  origin  6  29 


U  -  I ncl udes  al 1  up-trends 

X  -  "  typical  length  of  service  trends. 

D  -  "  al 1  downtrends 

C  "  all  foods  showi  ng  si  gnificant 

variation  but  no  trend. 

•  i 
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III.  BREADS.  ;  . 

The  range  of  ratings  for  breads  was  relatively  smal 1 ,  from 
6.25  to  7.69.  Very  few  disliked  any  bread.  Whole  wheat 
bread  was  the  lowest  rating  and  hot  cross  buns  was  the 
highest.*  Rai  si n  bread  (6.41)  was  s bmewh a t  low,  and  jelly 
doughnuts  ( 7 . 33)  and  French  bread  (7.53)  were  relative  1  y.;  r  ,, 
high  in  preference.  1 1;  is f Interesting  to  note  that,  garlic 
French  bread  was.,  less  wel  l  -liked,  by  about  one  scale  point, 
than  French  bread  wi  thout  the  garlic  prefix. 

As  was  found  with  desserts,  preferences  for  the  sweetest 
breads  ( 3 e 1 1 y  doughnuts  and  raisin  bread)  dropped  wi th 
age.  This  relationship  did  not  hold  for  quick  coffee  cake, 
al though  preference  for  this  item  did  drop  with  i ncreasi ng 
length  of  servi ce„ 

If  liking  for  French  bread  (including  garlic  French  bread) 
and  whole  wheat  bread  can  be  considered  as 'signs  of 
sophistication,  it  is  not  surprising  that  education  and  GTAS 
showed  positive  relationships  with  preference  for  these 
foods. 

Sal ti ne  crackers  and  French  bread  were  liked  more  by  married 
men,  by  those  on  separate  rations,  and  by  those  living  out 
of  the  barracks.  Jell y  doughnuts  showed  the  opposi te  patter 

The  remaining  isolated  relationships  of  preferences  with 
background  factors  can  be  exami ned  by  the  reader. 


Table  5.4.  Breads.  Class  Summary 


No.  of  Ave. 

Sub  Class  Foods  Rating 

Sweet  (with  sugar  Number  of  foods  :  9 

ingredient)  3  6.82  Class  average  :  6.96 

Other  Breads  and  Range  of  averages  s  6.25-7.69 

Crackers  6  7.04  Average  variance  :  2.98 

Ranee  of  variances:  1.46-5.74 


Type  of  Trend 

(Number  of  Foods)  Total 


U  X 

c 

D 

No. 

°/o 

Age 

■'yp 

2 

;  '".3": 

33 

Length  of  service 

-  3 

6 

9 

100 

Grade 

-  '  3 

1 

5 

9 

1  00 

Hometown  type 

3 

1 

4 

44 

GTAS 

4 

2 

- 

6 

67 

Education 

3 

,  : 

1 

4 

44 

Father  1 s  education 

2 

- 

2 

22 

No. 

NO. 

Component 

RA>US 

2 

US>RA 

1 

3 

33 

Marital  status 

M>  S 

2 

S  >  M 

1 

3 

33 

Live  in  barracks 

0>  I 

2 

!■>  0 

1 

3 

33 

Separate  rations 

S>  NS 

2 

NS  >  S 

1 

3 

33 

Army  area 

. 

Regi on  of  ori gi n 

6 

67 

U  -  Includes  all  up- trends 

X  -  "  typical  length  of  service  trends 

D  -  11  all  down-trends 

C  -  11  all  foods  showing  significant 

variation  but  no  trends 
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IV.  CEREALS 


Two  of  the  cereals  studied  were  of  the  "cold"  type:  assorted 
dry  cereal  and  corn  flakes.  Both  were  rated  higher  than  any 
of  the  three  "hot"  cereals:  hot  whole  wheat  cereal ,  oatmeal , 
or  cream  of  wheat.  Whi  le-  there  was  no  sTgrn fi  cant  difference 
between  tHe  two  cold  cereals,  hot  whole  wheat  cereal  was  the 
best  liked  of  its  subclass. 

Preferences  for  four  of  the  five  cereals  decreased  wi th 
increased  length  of  service.  The  exception  was  corn  flakes, 
where  the  variation  among  categories  was  s.tati  stTcaTl  y 
significant,  but  was  of  a  complex  nature. 
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Table  5.5  Cereal s.  Class  Summary 


No. of  Ave. 

Sub  Class  Foods  Rating 


Cold  2  6.97  Number  of  foods  :  5 

Hot  3  6.07  Class  average  i  6.44 

Range  of  Averages  ;  5.80-6.98 

Average  variance  :  3.61 

Range  of  variances:  2.45-4.71 


( Number 

of  Foods) 

Tota 

U  X 

C 

D 

No. 

T 

***• 

"  • "  ■ 1 

Age 

-  '  - 

1 

1 

20 

Length  of  service 

-  - 

1 

4 

5 

100 

Grade 

-  1 

1 

3 

5 

100 

Hometown  type 

m- 

■P 

GTAS 

- 

1 

1 

2 

40 

Education 

_ 

_ 

ma 

Father's  education 

i  -  - 

- 

- 

- 

No. 

No. 

Component 

RA>US 

1 

US>RA 

1 

20 

Marital  status 

M  >.  S 

am 

$  >  M 

'  _ 

-  mi 

Live  in  barracks 

0>  I 

f- 

I  >0 

'  *  ’ 

Separate  rations 

S  >  NS 

- 

NS  >  S 

1 

1 

20 

Army  area 

1 

20 

Region  of  ori gi  n 

1 

20 

U  -  Includes 

al 1  up-trends 

X  -  » 

typi cal  1 ength  of 

service  trends 

D  -  " 

al 1  down-trends 

C  -  " 

al 1  foods  showi ng 

si gni f i cant 

variation  but  no  trends 
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V.  ..DESSERTS 

Desserts  are  generally  well -liked  foods j  however,  certain 
exceptions  appeared.  One  dessert,  rhubarb  pie,  was  in  the 
lowest  decile  of  all  foods  wi th  its  mean  rating  at  5. 30. 

Two  other  desserts  with  mean  ratings  of  less  than  6.00  were 
lime  gelatin  (5.73)  and  cottage  pudding  (5.96).  About  two- 
thirds  of  these  items  had  mean  ratings  between  6.50  and  7.50. 
Only  three  items,  however,  achieved  ratings  of  over  7.50} 
apple  pie  (7.85),  ice  cream  ( 7.70) ,  and  lemon  meringue  pie 

17759). 

Inspection  of  Table  5.6  shows  that  preferences  for  over  90% 
of  the  foods  varied  with  age,  length  of  service,  and  grade} 
and- with  only  a  few  exceptions,  the  relationships  were 
negative.  Marital  status,  live  in  barracks,  and  separate 
rations  were  each  significantly  related  to  preference  for 
about  half  of  the  foods,  and  when  these  effects  oecured,  they 
were  i n  the  direction  of  higher  preferences  among  married 
men,  those  living  out  of  the  barracks,  and  those  on  separate 
rations  allowance.  Even  when  the  effects  were  not  statisti¬ 
cal  1 y si gni ficnat,  the  direction  of  differences  was  the  same. 

In  the  following  discussion,  we  will  take  these  age  and  age- 
related  effects  for  granted,  and  note  primarily  things  which 
are  unique,  or  atypical. 

Cakes 


Five  of  the  eight  cakes  displayed  significant  age  and  age- 
related  background  factor  relationships,  and  the  others  tended 
in  the  same  directions.  Raspberry  shortcake  ( 7.47) ,  chocolate 
cake  (7.^3) ,  and  peach  ups i de-down  cake  (7.39)  vi ed  for  top 
honors,  while  the  two  less  sweet  ( or  more  bitter)  cakes, 
gi ngerbread  and  spi ce  cake  were  rated  lower  at  6.91  and  6.72. 


Cookies 

Three  cookies  —  brownies,  chocolate  cookies,  and  graham 
crackers  —  all  showed  si  gni  fi  cant  rel  ationshi.ps.  with  the 
three  age  related  variables.  The  four  other  cookies  were  liked 
more  by  the  younger  men,  by  those  with  little  length  of  service 
and  by  those  having  lower  military  grade.  It  is  interesting  to 
note  that  in  no  case  was  the  complex  of  marital  status,  live  in 
barracks,  and  separate  rations  significantly  related  to  prefer¬ 
ence. 


83 


One  cookie,  browni es,  achieved  a  rating  of  over  7.00.  The 
mean  ratings  for  the  others  ranged  only  from  6,64  to  6,98, 

Gobblers  and  Pies 

On  the  average,  cream  and  meringue  pies  had  higher  ratings  than 
did  the  fruit  pies  or  cobblers,  7.27  vs  6,74,  All  four  of  the 
former  and  five  out  of  the  11  in  the  latter  category  had  mean 
ratings  of  over  7.00,  Preferences  for  mincemeat  pie,  coconut 
cream  pi e,  and  rhubarb  pie  did  not  show  the  usual  effects  with 
the  age-related  background  factors.  Preferences  for  the  last 
two  were  negatively  related  to  hometown  type. 

For  some  reason  preferences  for  the  two  cobblers  —  apricot 
and  peach  and  for  blueberry  pi e  were  positively  related  to  GTASj 
and  preferences  for  pineapple  cream  pi e  and  rhubarb  and 
strawberry  pie  were  negatively  associ ated  with  GTAS.  The  rating 
for  peach  cobbler  was  higher  than  that  for  peach  pie  (7.44  vs 
7. 19) »  and  apricot  cobbler  was  preferred  to  apricot  pie  (6. Wf  vs 
6.13). 

Otherwise,  cobblers  and  pies  showed  no  trends  or  relationships 
not  anticipated  from  the  usual  age-preference  relationships  for 
sweet  foods. 

Ice  Creams 

Ice  cream  and  chocol ate  ice  cream  are  both  hi ghl y  preferred 
items.  Both  showed  the  usual  age  effects,  although  preference 
only  for  the  latter  was  significantly  related  to  marital  status, 
separate  rations,  and  live  in  barracks. 

Gel atins 

Preferences  for  all  items  in  this  subclass  with  the  exception  of 
raspberry  gel ati  n  wi th  bananas  were  significantly  related  to  all 
three  age-related  background  factors?  and  even  for  this  item, 
the  trends  were  in  the  same  direction.  Each  food  was  less  well 
liked  by  Regular  Army  personnel  than  by  inductees,  although  the 
difference  was  not  always  stati sti cal  1 y  significant.  There  was 
a  negative  relationship  between  preference  for  orange  gelatin 
and  strawberry  gelatin  and  GTAS.  This  is  one  of  the  "unexplain- 
ables". 

It  may  be  noted  that  raspberry  gelatin  and  raspberry  gelatin  with 
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bananas  had  about  the  same  rating,  6.62  and  6.61;  but  raspberry 
jello  had  a  mean  rating  of  6.50,  which  is  on  the  borderline  of 
being  significantly  lower  than  raspberry  ,, gel ati n.  The  individual 
food  summary  tables  show  that  the  distributions  of  mean  ratings 
among  background  categories  are  somewhat  different  for  these 
three  foods. 

Puddings 

Of  the  three  puddings,  cottage  puddi ng,  with  a  mean  rating  of 
5.96,  had  the  fewest  signTFTcint  preference-background  factor 
effects;  declining  preference  with  grade  was  the  only  clear 
relationship.  Bread  pudding  is  interesting  because  no  down? 
trends  of  preference  with  age,  length  of  service,  and  grade  were 
apparent.  This  food  was  liked  more  by  married  men,  those  living 
out  of  the  barracks,  and  those  on  separate  rations.  Preference 
for  this  ttem  was  negatively  related  to  education  and  GTAS. 

Liking  for  tapioca  pudding,  the  most  preferred  pudding,  was 
positively  correlated  with  GTAS,  and  the  usual  age-related 
effects  typical  of  desserts  were  also  evident. 


Table  5.6. 

Desserts. 

Cl  ass 

Summary 

- v..!;  7 

No.  of 

Ave. 

Sub  Class 

Foods 

Rating 

Cakes 

8 

7.12 

Number  of  foods  : 

43 

Cookies 

7 

6.85 

Class  average  : 

6.82 

Cobblers  & 

Pies: 

6.74 

Range  of  averages  : 

5.30-7.85 

Fruit 

1 1 

Average  variance  : 

3.12 

Cream  or 

Mari ngue 

4 

7.27 

Range  of  variances: 

1.73-6.42 

Ice  Creams 

2 

7.52 

Gelatins 

8 

6. 37 

Puddi ngs 

3 

6.42 

Type  of  Trend 

(Number  of  Foods)  Total 


U  __ 

X 

C 

D 

No. 

mm%“ 

Age 

1 

2 

36 

39 

91 

Length  of  service 

- 

4 

- 

38 

42 

98 

Grade 

- 

3 

- 

39 

42 

98 

Hometown  type 

OB 

6 

6 

14 

GTAS 

4 

5 

9 

12 

Educati on 

1 

1 

2 

4 

9 

Father's  educati or 

i  1 

6 

7 

16 

No. 

No. 

Component 

RA>US 

1 

US>RA  9 

10 

23 

Mari tal  status 

M  >  S 

1 

S  >  M  26 

27 

63 

Live  in  barracks 

0  >  I 

2 

I  >  0  20 

22 

51 

Separate  rations 

S>  NS 

2 

NS>  S  22 

24 

56 

Army  area 

6 

14 

Region  of  origin 

19 

44 

U  -  Includes 

a  1 1  up-trends 

X  - 

II 

typical  length  of 

servi ce  trends 

D  * 

II 

ail  down-trends 

C  - 

II 

al 1  foods  showi ng 

si gnif icant 

variation  but  no 

trends 
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VI.  FRUITS 

The  average  preference  rating  for  the  13  fruits  was  6.85. 

However,  this  rating  is  somewhat  low  because  three  relatively 
low  preference  foods  were  included;  rhubarb  ( 5.38) ,  dates 
(5.52),  and  avocados  (5.54).  Assorted  fresh  f rui t  achieved 
the  highest  rating,  8.03,,.  The  other  foods  were  mpderatel y-to- 
very  highly  preferred,  with  fresh  pears,  canned  peaches,  bananas, 
watermelon,  oranges  and  captalowp  having  preference  rati  ngs  of 
7.3$  or  higher. 

Between  69%  and  77%  of  the  fruits  had  significant  age,  length  of 
service,  or  grade  trends,  with  the  majority  of  these  showing 
declining  preference  with  increasing  values  of  these  background 
characteristics.  Cantaloup  was  the  only  food  for  which  prefer¬ 
ence  showed  the  opposite  trends  for  age  and  length  of  service. 

Only  a  few  of  the  other  factors  were  significantly  related  to 
preference.  It  is  noteworthy  that  when  component,  marital  status 
1 i ve  in  barracks,  or  separate  rations  al lowance  was  related  to 
preference  it  was  always  the  draftees,  the  single  men,  those  who 
lived  in  the  barracks,  and  those  not  on  separate  rations  allow-' 
ance  who  had  the  higher  preferences. 

Nectarines  was  the  only  fruit  to  show  up-trends  with  both 
education  and  GTAS.  Preference  for  grapef rui t  went  up  with 
increasing  education,  but  not  with  GTAS.  Preference  for  fresh 
fruits  went  up  with  GTAS,  although  not  wi  th  education. 


Table  5.7.  F rui ts,  Class  Summary 


No,  of 

Ave. 

Sub  Class 

Foods 

Rating 

Fresh 

9 

7.01 

Canned  or  Prepared 

4 

6.49 

Type  of  Trend 
(Number  of  Foods) 

U 

_X _ C _ D_ 

Age 

1 

1  -  8 

Length  of 

service  1 

1  -  7 

Grade 

1 

2  -  7 

Hometown  type  1  - 

GTAS  2  1 

Education  2  -  1 

Father's  education  -  1 


No. 


Number  of  foods  :  ,  13 

Class  average  :  6.85 

Range  of  averages  :  5.38-8.03 

Average  variance  ;  3.18 

Range  of  variances:  1.17-6.02 

No.  % 

10  77 
9  69 

10  77 

1  8 
3  23 

3  23 

1  •  8 


No. 


Component  RA>US  0 

Marital  status  M>  S  0 

Live  in  barracks  0>  I  0 

Separate  rations  S>  NS  0 

Army  area 
Regi  on  of  or  i  gi  n 


U  -  Includes 
X  -  " 

D  -  " 

C  -  " 


US>RA  2  2  15 

S  >  M  4  4  31 

I>  0  4  4  31 

NS  >  s  4  4  31 

5  38 
1  8 


al 1  up-trends 

typical  length  of  service  trends 
al 1  down -trends 
all  foods  showing  significant 
variation  but  no  trend. 
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VII.  MAIN  DISHES  ,  ; .  *  a 

From  the  standpoint  of  satisfaction  wi th  a  dietary,  main 
dishes  consti tute  the  most  important  food  class.  One  might 
do  without  dessert,  vegetables,  salad,  or  potatoes  and  still 
be  content,  but  would  be  dismayed  if  no  main  dish  were  avail¬ 
able  or  if  it  were  disliked.  If  a  soldier  does  not  like  one 
of  the  vegetables  on  the  menu,  he  may  find  a  wel 1-1  iked, salad 
as  a  substitute!  but  if  he  does  not  find  an  acceptable  main 
dish,  dissatisfaction  will  almost  certainly  ensue. 

The  64  main  dishes  surveyed  consti tuted  four  subclasses,  but 
53  were  meat  dishes  which,  in  turn,  fell  -into  ;■  1 1  -sub-subclasses. 
For  purposes  of  discussion  each  sub-subclass  will  be  called  a 
subclass  and  wi 1 1  be  treated  as  a  unit. 

Preferences  for  main  dishes  ran  the  gamut  from  4.87  ( baked 
liver)  to  8.30  (grilled  steak).  Table  5.8  shows  the  average 
preference  for  each  subclass  but  these  f i gures  can  be  mi s 1 ead- 
ing  because  of  the  wide  variability  within  subclass  and  because 
seven  of  the  subclasses  have  three  or  fewer  foods  each.  Ham, 
other  pork  products,  beef,  cereal  light  main  dishes,  ground 
meats,  and  veal  were  the  relatively  high  preference  subclasses! 
and  liver,  cheeses,  lamb,  cold  cuts  and  sausages,  meat  combin¬ 
ations,  and  fish  were  the  lower  preference  subclasses. 

Preferences  for  80%  to  95%  of  the  main  dishes  varied  signifi¬ 
cantly  with  age,  length  of  service,  and  military  grade. 

Up-trends  predominated  for  age,  but  "X"  trends  were  the  most 
frequent  for  the  other  two  factors,  fol 1  owed  by  down-trends. 
Next-most  important  were  the  dichotomous  factors,  all  of  which 
were  significantly  related  to  preference  for  50%  to  60%  of  the 
main  dishes.  Definite  generalizations  are  permissible  in  all 
four  cases.  Regular  Army  personnel  showed  higher  preferences  more 
often  than  inductees  (32  to  1).  The  trends  were  almost  as 
definite  with  the  complex  of  marital  status,  live  in  barracks, 
and  separate  rations.  Married  men,  those  living  outside  the 
barracks,  and  those  on  separate  rations  showed  higher  preferences 
than  their  opposite  groups  in  about  85%  of  the  cases  where 
significant  differences  were  found  to  exist. 

Preferences  for  59%  of  the  main  dishes  varied  si gni f i cantl y  with 
region  of  origin!  however,  none  of  the  other  background  factors 
was  significantly  related  to  more  than  50%  of  the  items. 
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Table  5.8,  Main  Dishes.  Class  Summary 

No. of  Ave, 

Sub  Class  Foods  Rati ng 


Eggs  &  Omelets 

6 

6.85 

Number  of  foods  : 

64 

Cheeses 

3 

5.98 

Class  average  : 

6.66 

Cereal  Li ght  Mai n 

Range  of  averages  : 

4.87-8.30 

Di shes 

2 

7.14 

Average  variance  : 

4.04 

Meats: 

Range  of  variances: 

1.09-8. 1 1 

Beef 

10 

6.93 

Ham 

3 

7.26 

Other  Pork  Products 

3 

7.52 

Veal 

5 

7.00 

L  i  ver 

1 

4.87 

Meat  Combinations 

3 

6.21 

Col d  Cuts  &  "  ' 

Sausages 

5 

6.1 5 

Ground  Meats 

4 

7.10 

Fowl 

6 

6.95 

Fish 

11 

6.24 

Lamb 

2 

5.75 

Type  of  Trend 


(Number  of  Foods) 


U  X 

e 

D 

No. 

% 

Age 

26  1 1 

2 

12 

51 

80 

Length  of  service 

11  31 

- 

19 

61 

95 

Grade 

12  27 

- 

22 

61 

95 

Hometown  type 

9 

5 

4 

1  8 

28 

GTAS 

10 

6 

9 

25 

39 

E ducat i on 

4 

7 

12 

23 

36 

Father ' s  educat i on 

2 

3 

6 

11 

17 

NO. 

No. 

Component 

RA>US 

32 

US>RA 

1 

33 

52 

Marital  status 

M?  S 

32 

S>  M 

8 

40 

63 

Live  in  barracks 

0>  I 

34 

I>0 

5 

39 

61 

Separate  rations 

S  >NS 

34 

NS  >  S 

5 

39 

61 

Army  area 

10 

16 

Region  of  origin 

38 

59 

11-  Includes  al  t  up° 

trends 

X  -  "  typical  length  of  service  trends 

D -  11  ail  down- trends 

C-  "  all  foods  showi ng  si gni fi cant 

variation  but  no  trends 
90 


Beef 


The  lowest  rated  beef  dish  was  creamed  ground  beef  on  toast 
(5.88),  which  was  rated  significantly  lower  than  creamed 
dried  chi pped  beef  on  toast  (6.18),  Beef  fricassee  (6.02) 
was  the  only  other  definitely  1  ow  preference  beef  dish. 

Roast  beef  and  hot  roast  beef  sandwich  with  gravy  achieved 
about  the  same  mean  rating.  Gri  1 1  ed  steak  was  significantly 
preferred  to  pan-fried  beefsteak  by  a  wi de  margi n,  8. 30  to 
7.72,  although  both  were  very  well  liked.  Spiced  braised 
beef  cubes  (6.43)  was  preferred  to  beef  fr i cassee  ( beef  cubes 
and vegetables) , 

Corned  beef  was  the  only  food  where  preference  went  down  with 
age,  length  of  service,  and  grade.  For  the  other  beef  dishes, 
the  relationships  of  preference  to  these  background  factors 
were  variable  and  no  general izations  can  be  made.  Except  for 
two  items,  married  men,  those  on  separate  rations,  and  those 
not  1 i vi ng  i n  bar racks  had  higher  preferences  for  beef  dishes. 
The  exceptions  were  hot  roas t  beef  sandwich  wi th  gravy  and 
corned  beef,  which  were  rated  higher  by  single  men. 

Of  al 1  the  foods  in  the  survey,  the  two  creamed  beef  1  terns  had 
the  strongest  relationship  wi  th  component.  Regular  Army 
personnel,  and  those  with  1 ong  service  had  defi ni tel y  higher 
preferences  for  these  foods  than  did  inductees:  1.38  scale 
points  higher  for  creamed  ground  beef  on  toast  and  1 . 19  scale 
points  higher  for  creamed  dried  chi ppecTbeef  on  toast. 

Ham  and  Other  Pork  Products 

All  six  items  in  these  two  subclasses  achieved  high  ratings. 

The  only  food  whose  mean  rating  was  below  7.00  was  ham  salad 
(6.85).  The  highest  rated  i tern  was  bacon  (7.62),  but  it  was 
followed  closely  by  other  foods. 

No  general i zati ons  about  the  effect  of  background  character¬ 
istics  can  be  made.  The  relationships  were  specific  to  the 
individual  foods.  Roast  pork  was  the  least  affected,  being 
significantly  related  only  to  length  of  service.  Hafn  sal  ad, 
however,  showed  si gnificant  relationships  wi th  ten  factors:  - 
preference  decreased  wi th  hometown  type,  education,  and  GTAS, 
higher  preference  was  found  for  regular  Army  personnel,  married 
men,  those  1 i vi ng  out  of  the  barracks,  and  those  on  separate 
rationsj  and  there  were  complex  rel ati pnships  with  age,  length 
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of  service,  and  grade. 

F  i  sh 

The  average  of  the  eleven  fish  dishes  was  low;  6.24,  and  most  of 
the  mean  ratings  for  the  individual  foods  clustered  around  this 
average.  Except  for  French-fried  shrimp,  which  had  a  mean  rating 
of  7.09,  the  range  was  from  a  low  of  5.93  for  tuna  a  1  a  ki ng,  to 
6.48,  for  pan-fried  f i sh.  Note  that  all  of  these  ratings  are 
below  the  class  average. 

Tuna  a  la  king  was  one  of  the  few  main  dishes  significantly 
better  liked  by  single  men,  those  1 iving  in  the  barracks,  and 
those  not  on  separate  rations.  Also,  there  were  down-trends  with 
age,  length  of  service,  and  grade.  Baked  tuna  and  noodles  did  not 
display  the  live  in  barracks  or  separate  rations  effects,  but  it 
di d  vary  in  simi 1 ar  ways  on  the  other  four  background  character- 
i sties. 

Boiled  shrimp  seems  to  be  a  "sophisticate's"  food.  Preference 
went  up  wi th  hometown  type,  age,  education,  length  of  service, 
grade,  GTAS,  and  father's  education,  and  this  item  was  liked  better 
by  married  men  and  men  living  out  of  the  barracks.  Generally, 
except  for  age  and  mar ital; status,  preferences  for  French-fried 
shrimp  did.  not  vary  in  the  Same  way.  “  —  -  - 

Deep  fat-fried  scallops.  French-fried  shrimp,  seafood  pi atter, 
and  fried  oysters  were  related  in  the  same  way  to  the  same 
background' factors.  Preference  went  up  wi th  ages  all  four  were 
liked  better  by  regular  Army  men,  married  personnel,  those  living 
out  of  the  barracks,  and  those  on  separate  rati onsj  all  four  showed 
complex  relationships  with  length  of  service  and  grade,  where 
preference  first  decreased  and  then  increased. 

For  some  reason,  preference  for  each  of  the  two  salmon  dishes 
( salmon  cakes  and  sal men  1  oaf)  declined  wi th  hi gher  mi  1 i tary 
grades  although  there  were  no  other  common  background  effects. 

Fowl 

Country-sty 1 e  chicken  achieved  the  highest  rating  (7.80)  among  the 
six  poultry  items.  Barbequed  chicken  was  next  highest  wi th  a 
rating  of  7.50.  Chicken  fricassee. ( 6. 14)  was  the  lowest  ranked. 

The  number  of  significant  relationships  to  background  character- 
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isties  was  small.  Four  of  the  di shes  each  showed  two  or  three 
significant  down-trends  wi th  age,  length  of  service,  or  grade, 
but .  1  ittle'  else  of  interest  appeared. 

Liver,  Lamb,  and  Cereal  Light  Main  Di  sines 

These  foods  are  discussed  together  not  because  of  any  inherent 
similarity  but  only  because  the  groups  are  very  small.  Baked 
liver  was  the  lowest-rated  main  dish  (4,87)  and  preference  for 
it  tended  to  decline  with  length  of  service,  grade,  and  GTAS, 

The  two  lamb  dishes  were  also  rated  low;  1 amb  pot  pie  (5.08) 
and  roast  lamb  (6.35).  Both  showed  similar  preference-back- 
ground  factor  relationships.  Preference  tended  to  go  up  with 
hometown  type,  but  down  wi th  age,  length  of  service,  and  grade. 
Each  food  was  liked  more  by  the  single  men,  those  living  in  the 
barracks,  and  those  not  on  separate  rations. 

The  two  cereal  light  main  dishes  achieved  about  the  same  rating; 
7.17  for  pizza  and  7.10  for  waffles  wi th  syrup.  Preference  for 
pizza  showed  about  the  same  relationships  with  the  same  back¬ 
ground  factors  as  did  the  lamb  dishes,  although  there  also  was 
an  up-trend  wi  th  father's  education, 

Qn  the  other  hand,  it  wbs  the  married  men,  those  living  out  of 
the  barracks,  and  those  <pn  separate  rations  who  had  the  higher 
preference  for  waffles  wi th  syrup.  The  relationships  with  age, 
length  of  service,  and  grade  were  "U-shaped"  in  the  sense  that 
preferences  first  fell  and  then  rose.  There  was  a  slight 
upward  trend  in  regard  to  GTAS. 

Eggs  and  Omelets 

The  average  ratings  for  the  six  i  terns  i  n  this  subclass  ranged 
from  5.42  for  shi r red  eggs  ( baked  in  muffi n  pans)  to  7,82  for 
eggs  to  order.  Post  hoc  analysis  explains  the  fact  that  eggs 
to  order  recei ved  a  very  high  rating  in  that  the  food  name 
should  represent  each  man's  favori te  method  of  preparation. 
Poached  eggs  on  toast  (6,20)  was  not  very  well  1  iked,  whi 1 e 
the  other  egg  dishes  seemed  fairly  satisfactory;  fried  eggs 
(7.43),  ham  omelet  (7.21),  and  scrambled  eggs  (7.02).  ” 

Preferences  for  each  of  four  egg  dishes  — ~  shirred  eggs  and 
poached  eggs  being  the  exceptions  —  were  related  to  the  same 
background  factors.  The  average  ratings  tended  to  increase  with 


age,  length  of  service  and  grade,  and  were  hi gher  among  regular 
Army  personnel,  those  who  were  married,  living  out  of  the 
barracks,  and  on  separate  rations.  For  poached  eggs,  only 
hometown  type  and  age  show  up-trends  with  preference $  and  for 
shi rred  eggs,  only  grade  was  positi vel y  related  to  preference. 

Cheeses 

B1 ue  veined  cheese  (Roquefort  or  B1 ue)  was  rated  quite  low 
•—  5.07,  The  average  rating  for; cottage  cheese  was  5.80?  and 
American  cheese  was  highest  at  7.67.  For  al  1  three  cheeses, 
preference  was  higher  among  married  men,  those  on  separate 
rations,  and  those  living  out  of  the  barracks.  Preferences  for 
blue-veined  and  cottage  cheese,  but  not  for  American  cheese, 
were  positively  related  to  each  of  five  background  factors; 
age,  length  of  service,  grade,  education,  and  GTAS. 

Meat  Combinations 

Chop  suey  and  chow  mei n  achieved  about  the  same  mean  rating, 

5. 88  and  5.95,  respectively.  The  third  food  in  this  class, 
chili  con  carne,  had  a  mean  rating  of  6.79, 

The  only  background  factor  on  which  preference  for  the  three 
were  related  in  the  same  way  was  component.  Regular  Army 
personnel  1  iked  each  food  more  than  did  inductees.  The  fact  that 
preference  for  chi  1 i  con  carne-  appeared  to  drop  with  grade  is 
somewhat  contradictory.  Liking  for  chop  suey  and  chow  mein 
tended  to  increase  with  hometown  type  and  age.  For  al 1  th ree 
foods,  the  relationship  of  preference  to  length  of  service  was 
statist! cal  l  y  sv.gni.fi. cint,  although  complex,  fi  rst  dropping  and 
then  increasing. 

Veal 

■  V':'  '  ■  ■  i ' 

Two  of  the  five  veal  dishes  can  be  considered  as  very  highly 
preferred  —  veal  steak  (7.84)  and  breaded  veal  cutlet  (7.75). 

Two  had  moderate! y  low  ratings;  veal. fricassee  ( 6. 28)  and 
veal  pot  pie  (6.25,  Veal  pot  pie  did  not  fall  to  the  low  point 
reached  by  lamb  pot  pie  (5,68),  The  fifth  veal  dish,  veal  loaf 
wi th  gravy,  had  the  re 1 ati Vel y  good  mean  rating  of  6, 89.  Qnl y 
weak  generalizations  regarding  background  effects  for  veal  items 
can  be  made.  The  best  would  be  that  preference  tended  to  be 
higher  among  men  on  separate  rations.  Regular  Army  personnel 
and  men  with  less  education  and  lower  GTAS  showed  the  higher 
preferences  but  these  trends  were  even  weaker.  Inspection  of 
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the  individual  food  summary sheets  wi 1 1  show  how  applicable  any 
of  these  statements  is  to  any  specific  food.  For  example, 
preference  for  veal  s teaks  tended  to  drop  wi th  education,  GTAS, 
and  father's  education.  Liking  for  veal  fricassee  increased 
somewhat  with  age,  but  dropped  with  GTAS  and  father's  education. 
Preference  for  veal  1  oaf  wi  th  gravy  tended  to  drop  wi th  age,  and 
also  decreased  with  education  and  GTAS. 

Ground  Meats 

Here  two  foods  were  virtually  tied  for  top  honors ?  gri 1 1 ed 
hamburger  sandwich  (7.52)  and  spaghetti  and  meatbal Is  (7.^7) . 

Sal  is bury  steak  (7, 29)  was  not  far  behind,  but  stuffed  green 
peppers  wi th  brown  gravy  (6.13)  was  over  a  scale  point  lower. 

Preferences  for  each  of  the  two  highest-rated  foods  went  up  with 
hometown  type  but  down  with  age,  length  of  service,  and  grade. 
Liking  for  spaghetti  and  meat  bal 1 s,  but  not  for  grilled  hamburger 
sandwich,  was  si gni f icantl y  hi gher  for  the  single  men,  those  not 
on  separate  rations,  and  those  living  in  the  barracks.  The 
reverse  trends  were,  in  general,  evident  in  regard  to  preferences 
for  stuffed  green  peppers  wi th  brown  gravy?  preference  went  up 
with  age,  length  of  service,  grade,  and  was  higher  among  regular 
Army  personnel ,  single  men,  those  on  separate  rati  ons,  and  those 
living  out  of  the  barracks.  The  only  definite  trend  for  sal i sbury 
steak  was  a  negative  relationship  between  preference  and  GTAS. 

fold  juts  and  Sausages 

All  five  of  these  items  were  rated  in  a  low  range  relative  to 
other  main  dishes.  Li’ver  sausage  (5.12)  was  unquestionably  the 
least  preferred  food.  The  ratings  for  the  other  four  items 
ranged  from  6.33  to  6.50,  i.e.,  they  were  virtually  the  same. 

Preferences  for  gri 1  led  frankfurters,  cerevelat,  and  bol ogna  were 
higher  among  regular  Army  personnel,  married  men,  those  on 
separate  rations,  and  those  living  out  of  the  barracks,  and  there 
was  a  down-trend  with  education.  Preference  for  1 uncheon  1  oaf  was 
negatively  related  to  education  and  to  GTAS.  For  1 iver  sausage, 
the  only  Simple  trend  was  a  posi  tive  relationship  to  age.  The 
other  stati stical 1 y  si gni ficant  trends  for  these  foods  were 
generally  of  a  complex  nature. 


VIII,  POTATOES  AND  STARCHES 

The  two  rice  dishes  —  fried  rice  ( 5. 6 1 )  and  steamed  rice 
(5.85)  —  had  the  lowest  ratings  of  the  twelve  foods  in  this 
class.  Baked  beans  wi  th  molasses  ( 5 „ 71 )  was  the  only  other 
food  in  this  class  rated 


The  general  popularity  of  potatoes  is  demonstrated  in  the 
hi tings  for  the  seven  foods  in  this  sub-subclass.  Lyonnai se 
iota toes,  at  6. 22,  rated:  lowest,  while,  mashed:  potatoes  at  7752, 
the  clear -cut  favorite.  Baked. whi te  potatoes  ( 6. 77 )  and  \ 

_ _ _  fried  with  onions  (6.90)  were  also  fai  rly  well  liked. 

Two  •"pasta"  reci  pes  among  the  ."other  starches11-— -  spaghetti 
wi  th  meat  sauce  ('7 .31)  and  baked:  macaroni  wi  th  cheese  (  7.16) 

—  also  did  well. 


Of  the  eight  foods  which  1  showed . si gn if i cant  variation  with  age, 
and  the -ten  •■■which  var  ied  si  gn i  f leant  1  y  with' length  of  service 
and  grade,  only  one  — -  spaghetti  with  meat  sauce  —  displayed 
downward  trends  wi th'  all  three  factors.  There  were  isolated: 
trends  for  other  background  characteristics, "which  the  reader 
can  examine  in  the  individual  food  summaries,;  A  point  of 
interest  is  that  preferences  for  mashed  potatoes  decreased  with 
increased  education,  but  'preference  for  fried  rice. showed  the 
opposite  tendency,. 


Table  5.9.  Potatoes  &  Starches.  Class  Summary 

No. of  Ave. 

Sub  Class  F oods  Rating 


Potatoes  7  6.7 1  Number  of  foods  :  12 

Rice  2  5.73  Class  average  :  6.55 

Other  Starches  3  6.73  Range  of  averages  ;  5.71-7.52 

Average  variance  :  4. 1 6 

Range  of  variances;  2.06-6.09 


Type  of  Trend 

(Number  of  Foods)  Total 


U  _ 

X 

C 

D 

No. 

% 

Age 

6 

1 

• 

1 

8 

67 

Length  of  service 

3 

5 

- 

2 

10 

83 

Grade 

1 

8 

- 

1 

10 

83 

Hometown  type 

2 

2 

-  V 

4 

33 

GTAS 

1 

1 

- 

2 

17 

Education 

1 

1 

1 

3 

17 

Father's  education 

-  ' 

- 

- 

- 

No. 

No. 

Component 

RA>US 

7 

US>RA 

0 

7 

58 

Marital  status 

M  >  S 

8 

S>  M 

0 

8 

67 

Live  in  barracks 

0>I 

8 

I  >  0 

0 

8 

67 

Separate  rations 

S  >  NS 

8 

NS  >  S 

0 

8 

67 

Army  area 

3 

25 

Region  of  origin 

7 

58 

U  -  Includes 

all  up-trends 

X  - 

II 

typical  length  of 

service  trends 

D  - 

II 

a 1 1  down - 

trends 

C  - 

11 

al 1  foods 

showi ng 

significant 

variation  but  no  trend. 
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IX,  SALADS 


The  range  of  ratings  for  salads  was  larges,  from  4,87  (caul  if  lower 
vegetable  salad)  to  7,39  ( tossed  vegetable  salad) ,  The 
combination  salads,  i.e,,  those  having  both  fruit  and  vegetable 
components  or  havi ng  major  components  from  different  food  classes 
were  general ly  rated  lowest.  The  average  rating  for  combination 
salads  was  5. 69j  compared  to  an  average  rating  of  6.37  for  fruit 
salads  and  6*14  for  vegetable  salads.  The  poorest  combination 
salads  were  cabbage  and  cottage  cheese  ( 4. 96) ,  grated  carrot  and 
pineapple  (5.32),  cottage  cheese,  onion  and  pimento  salad  on 


lettuce  (5.39)  and  garden  cottage  sal  ad  ( 5.45).  The  best  were 
Waldorf  salad  (6.33)  and  sliced  pineapple  and  grated  cheese 


Several  fruit  salads  were  rated  relatively  low:  sliced  orange 
and  coconut  salad  (5.76)  and  orange  and  grapefruit  salad  (.6.09 
The  best  was  individual  frui  t  salad  (7,02), 


Besides  caul  if  lower  vegetable  sal  ad,  hot  cabbage  s 1  aw  (5. 12 
and  marinated  green  beans  and  oni  on  ( 5. 20j~~  were  in  the  very  low 
range.  Note  that  cabbage  slaw  (unspecified  as  to  hot  or  cold) 
rated  almost  one  and  one-thi rd  scale  points  above  hot  cabbage 
slaw.  Tossed  vegetable  salad  ( 7.39)  and  tossed  green  salad 
(7. 17)  were  the  high  preference  items  in  this  food  class. 
Evidently  the  freedom  implied  here  —  ..in  the  choice  of  particular 
ingredients,  dressing,  etc,  —  projects  a  good  image. 

Four  of  the  six  fruit  salads  tended  to  show  negati ve  rel ati on- 
ships  of  preference  to  length  of  service  and  military  grade 
although  the  effects  were  not  cons i stent.  Almost  exactly  the 
opposite  effects  were  f ound  i n  regard  to  the  seven  vegetable 
sal  ads,,  and  the  combination  salads  were  characterized  either  by 
mixed  trends  or  the  absence  of  trends  on  these  factors. 


Preference  for  three  foods  declined  with  hometown  type;  cabbage 
slaw,  sliced  pineapple  and  grated  cheese  ;  sal  ad,  and  cabbage. 


t  negatively  related  to  preferences 
for  three  others  —»  hot  cabbage  slaw,  marl nated  green  beans  and 
onions,  and  cabbage  and  cottage  cheese  salad.  The  same  foods  for 
which  preference  increased  with  GTAS  also  showed  preference 
increases  with  education.  The  other  three  foods  showing  a  positive 
relationship  with  GTAS  were;  i  ndivi  dual  fruit  salad,  grated 
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carrot  and  pi neapple  sal  ad,  and  orange  and  grapefruit  salad. 

About  two-thirds  of  these  foods  showed  significant  variation 
with  each  of  the  factors  in  the  interrelated  group  represented 
by  marital  status,  "barracks",  and  separate  rations.  There  was 
a  very  marked  trend  here  in  that  married  men,  those  living 
outside  the  barracks,  and  those  on  separate  rations  showed 
higher  preferences  in  nearly  all  cases.  Apple  and  gra pef r u i t 
sal  ad  was  the  onl y  i tern  showi ng  the  opposi te  re 1  at  i onshi ps  on 
all  three  factors;  and  banana,  orange,  and  grapefruit  salad 
was  liked  better  by  single  men,  although  the  anal yses  TaTTed 
to  show  significant  differences  in  regard  to  the  two  related 
background  factors,  live  in  barracks  and  separate  rations. 


Table  5.10.  Salads.  Class  Summary 

No. of  Ave. 

Sub  Class  Foods  Rati ng 


Fruit  6  6. 37  Number  of  foods  :  24 

Vegetable  7  6.14  Class  average  :  5.99 

Combination  11  5. 69  Range  of  averages  :  4.87-7. 39 

Average  variance  :  4.40 

Range  of  variances?  2.34-5,99 


Type  of  Trend 
( Number  of  Foods) 

Total 

U 

X  C  D 

No. 

Age 

13 

1  2  1 

17 

71 

Length  of  service 

1 1 

4  1  6 

22 

92 

Grade 

11 

6  -  5 

22 

92 

Hometown  type 

«. 

-  3 

3 

13 

GTAS 

3 

-  3 

6 

25 

Educati on 

6 

mm  mm 

6 

25 

Father's  education 

- 

2 

2 

8 

No. 

No. 

Component 

RA>US 

4 

US>RA 

1 

5 

21 

Marital  status 

M  >  S 

14 

S  >  M 

2 

16 

67 

Live  in  barracks 

0  >  I 

15 

I  >  0 

1 

46 

67 

Separate  rati ons 

S>  NS 

14 

NS  >  S 

1 

15 

63 

Army  area 

w 

Region  of  origin 

12 

50 

U  -  Includes 

all  up-trends 

X  -  » 

typical  length  of 

service  trends 

D  -  " 

all  down- 

trends 

C  -  » 

al 1  foods 

showi  ng 

si gni fi cant 

var iati on 

but  no 

trend. 
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X.  SOUPS  J 

The  most  striking  thing  about  soups  is  that  they  are  "older 
men's  food".  Preferences  for  each  of  the  16  items  increased 
with  increasing  age.  As  one  might  expect,  similar  trends  with 
length  of  service  and  mi 1i tar y  grade  were  also  apparent? 
ratings  for  13  soups  went  up  with  increasing  values  of  these 
two  factors.  The  three  soups  which  didnot  show  up-trends 
with  length  of  service  were  chicken  rice  soup,  turkey  rice  soup, 
and  beef  noodle  soup.  The  last  two  i terns  pi  us  creol e  soup  al so 
failed  to  show  up-trends  wi th  military  grade.  In  no  case  was  a 
down-trend  evident, 

I  '  '  '  ’  '  '  ' 

The  effects  were  almost  equal 1y  as -consistent  in  regard  to  the 
four  dichotomous  characteristics.  Only  one  food  on  one  factor 
—clam  chowder  on  marital  status  —  failed  to  show  significance. 
Thus,  one  can  make  the  general  statement:  regular  Army  personnel, 
married  men,  those  living  out  of  the  barracks,  and  those  on 
separate  rations  like  soups  better  than  men  in  the  opposite  groups. 

The  other  factors,  which  are  somewhat  i ndependent  of  age  effects, 
had  only  a  few  significant  relationships  with  preferences  for 
these  foods.  Average  ratings  for  each  of  the  three  rice  soups 
—  chicken  rice,  turkey  rice,  and  beef  rice  —  were -positively 
related  to  hometown  type,  and  bean  soup  was  negatively  related 
to  that  factor.  The  higher  the  education,  the  higher  were  prefer¬ 
ences  for  clam  chowder,  cream  of  celery  soup,  and  minestrone  soup. 

Examination  of  the  average  ratings  shows  that  the  range  of  prefer¬ 
ences  was  small,  from  a  low  of  5.22  (pepper-pot  soup)  to  a  high 
of  6.87  ( beef  noodle  soup) .  Among  the  other  low-rated  soups  were 
cream  of  celery  (5.^21  and  split-pea  (5.5*0  soups.  Among  the 
better  liked  soups  were  tomato-vegetabl e  soup  wi th  noodl es  (6.76) 
and  bean  soup  (6.56). 
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Table  5.11.  Soups.  Class  Summary 


Type  of  Trend 
(Number  of  Foods) 


Age  1 6  - 

Length  of  service  13  3 

Grarde  13  3  -  - 

Hometown  type  311 

GTAS  1  3  - 

Educati on  31- 

Father's  education  -  -  1 


Number  of  foods  :  16 

Class  average  s  6,02 
Range  of  averages  s  5,22-6. 87 
Average  variance  ;  4.47 

Range  of  vari aricess  2. 66-7.33 


Total 
No,  %~ 

16  100 

1 6  100 

16  100 

5  31 

4  25 

4  25 

1  6 


No. 

Component 

RA>US 

16 

Marital  status 

M  >  S* 

15 

Live  in  barracks 

0>  I 

1 6 

Separate  rati ons 

S  >  NS 

16 

Army  area 
Region  of  origin 

U  -  Includes 
X  -  ■  " 

D  - 
C  - 


No. 


US>RA 

• 

16 

100 

S  >  M 

- 

15 

94 

I  >  0 

16 

100 

NS  >  S 

- 

16 

100 

3  19 

7  44 

all  up-trends 

typical  length  of  service  trends 
all  down -trends 
all  foods  showing  significant 
variation  but  no  trend. 
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XI .  VEGETABLES  . 

The  range  in  mean  preferences  for  the  \J  vegetables  included 
in  this  survey  was  large.  They  varied  from  a  low  of  4.55 
( spi nach  wi th  cheese  sauce)  to  7.81  ( fresh  sliced  tomatoes). 

The  two  foods  which  were  classified  as  "Leaves  and  stems" 

—  sweet-sour  cabbage  (4. 87)  and  spi nach  wi th  cheese  sauce 
(4.55)  —  we r e  the  1  owe st  fated.  In  the  "Flowers,  fruits 
and  seeds"  subclass,  the  foods  rated  below  6.0  were  buttered 
broccol i  (5.58) ,  French-fried  eggpl ant  (5.65),  fried  summer ; 
squash  C5. 03) ,  succotash  (5.82),  French-fried  tomatoes  (5.75), 
and  seal  loped  tomatoes  (5.43).  The  preference  leaders  were 
buttered  (fresh)  greeTi  beans  (7.13),  creamed  corn  (7.18)  and 
fresh  sliced  tomatoes  ( 7. 81..) .  In  the  "Roots  end  bulbs"  subclass 
three  of  the  four  items  had  mean  ratings  of  less  than  6.00 

—  Harvard  beets,  buttered  carrots,  and  buttered  turni ps. 

F rench-f r i ed  onions  was  the  only  i tern  whi ch  rated  above  6.00. 

Vegetables  are  like  soups  in  their  relationships  to  the  back¬ 
ground  factor y,e;,,:  they  tend  to  be  "older  men's  foods"| 
however,  the  erfects  were  not  as  consistent  as1  wi  th  soups. 

Ei ghty-two  percent  showed  age  effects  and  al 1  were  up-trends. 

The  related  factors  of  length  of  service  and  grade  each  was 
significantly  related  to  preference  for  94%  of  the  vegetables 
and  about  two- thi rds  of  the  effects  were  up-trends*  The  rest 
were  "X"  trends  (typical  length  of  service).  There  Were  no 
downward  trends.  Most  of  these  foods  al so  showed  variation 
with  marital  status,  live  in  barracks,  and  separate  rations, 
and  again  the  relationships  were  the  sameas  with  soups.  Men 
who  were  married,  those  living  out  of  the  barracks,  and  those 
on  separate  rations  had  the  higher  preferences.  Note  that 
this  is  consistent  with  the  upward  age  trends. 

Hometown  type  was  negatively  related  to  preferences  for  six  of 
the  seven  foods  showing  significant  variations  with  this  factor. 
The  one  exception  was  buttered  broccol i ,  which  had  a  positive 
relationship.  The  other  six  were  fried  summer  squash,  fresh 
si i ced  tomatoes,  buttered  turnips,  French -fried  tomatoes, 
sweet -sour  cabbage,  and  lima  beans  boi 1 ed  wi th  ham  hocks. 
Reference  to  the  i ndi vi dual  food  summaries  in  the  appendix  will 
show  that  most  of  these  foods  also  were  liked  better  by  men 
raised  in  the  Southeast. 
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Table  5.12.  Vegetabl es.  Class  Summary 

No. of  Ave. 

Sub  Class  Foods  Rating 

.  . .  IMMMW 


Flowers,  Fruits  Number  of  Foods  :  17 

&  Seeds  11  6.21  Class  average  :  5.90 

Leaves  and  Stems  2  4. 7 1  Range  of  averages  :  4. 55-7.81 

Roots  &  Bulbs  4  5.66  Average  variance  ;  5.00 

Range  of  vari ances:  2.54-6. 86 


Type  of  Trend 

(Number  of  Foods)  Total 


U 

X 

C  D 

No. 

% 

■  ’-mm  —1  7TT-  ■  .  - 

"  V1  T . 

Age 

14 

ip-: 

-  - 

14 

82 

Length  of  service 

11 

5 

16 

94 

Grade 

10 

6 

16 

94 

Hometown  type 

1 

-  6 

7 

41 

GTAS 

2 

1  4 

7 

41 

Education 

1 

1  1 

3 

18 

Father's  education 

1 

1  1 

3 

18 

Component 

RA>US 

No. 

5 

US>RA 

No. 

5 

29 

Marital  status 

M>  S 

15 

S  >  M 

— 

15 

88 

Live  in  barracks 

0  >  I 

13 

I  >  0 

„  ■ 

1 3 

12 

76 

Separate  rati ons 

S  >  NS 

12 

NS  >  S 

- 

71 

Army  area  1  6 

Region  of  origin  11  65 


U  -  Includes  all  up-trends 

X  -  "  typical  length  of  service  trends 

D  -  "  all  down-trends 

C  -  "  all  foods  showing  significant 

variation  but  no  trend. 


V  ALL  FOODS  SUMMARY. 

Table  5.03  recapi  tual tes  the  major  findings  presented  in  thi  s 
chapter.  The  average  rating  for  each  food  class  is  given. 

Note  that  ythe  range  of  means  is  fairly  small,  from  5.90  to 
6.96  with  vegetables,  salads,  and  soups  at  the  bottom  and 
breads,  desserts,  and  fruits  at  the  top.  But,  as  was  pointed 
out  earlier,  these  averages  sometimes  obscure  very  high; 
intra-class  variability. 

Over  90%  of  the  foods  had  significant  preference  relationships 
with  length  of  service  and  with  grade.  Of  these,  about  half 
were  downward  —  preference  dropped  with  increasing  values  of 
length  of  service  and  grade;  slightly  over  half  of  the,  remainder 
were  up-trends  and  the  rest  were  usual  1 y  of  the  quadratic  type, 
i.e. ,  a  down-trend  followed  by  an  up-trend  or  a  leveling  off, 
which  has  been  1 abel ed  as  "X". 

Age  was  the  third  most  salient  background  factor  in  terms  of 
the  number  of  significant  relationships.  The  number  of  clear 
up-trends  was  about  the  same  as  the  number  of  clear  down-trends, 
98  vs  91,  and  the  "X"  trends  were  much  less  in  evidence. 

The  high  interrelationships  among  these  three  background  factors 
in  terms  of  the  number  of  similar  trends  were  discussed  in 
Chapter  4.  It  is  interesting  to  note  that  all  of  these  factors 
are  important;  however  it  is  perhaps  more  important  that  the 
directions  of  the  trends  are  to  some  extent  balanced  for  each 
factor  and  that  length  of  service  and  grade  are  more  closely 
related  to  each  other  than  ei ther  is  with  age. 

Marital  status,  live  in  barracks,  and  separate  rations  allowance 
constitute  the  next  most  important  group  of  background  factors, 
about  65%  of  all  foods  vary  significantly  with  each,  and  between 
60%  and  65%  of  the  significant  rel ationships  are  i  n  the  direction 
of  higher  preferences  among  married  men,  those  living  out  of  the 
barracks,  and  those  on  separate  rations  allowance.  Related  to 
these  factors  is  Army  component,  where  preferences  for  39%  of  the 
foods  varied  significantly,  with  regular  Army  personnel  having 
the  higher  preferences  more  than  three  times  as  often  as 
inductees. 

Region  of  origin  was  important  for  somewhat  fewer  than- half  of 
the  foods.  Army  area  was  also  rel  ati  vely  unimportant,  beinc| 
significantly  related  to  only  13%. of  the  foods.  Both  factors 
were  discussed  in  Chapter  4. 
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Hometown  type,  GTAS  and  education  were  among  the  least  important 
factors.  Even  for  each  of  these  factors,  however,  significant 
relationships  were  found  for  about  one-quarter  of  the  foods. 
About  40%  of  the  significant  relationships  were  up-trends  and 
40%  were  down-trends.  Father's  education  was  tied  with  Army 
area  for  the  smallest  number  of  significant  relationships.  Of 
the  35  foods  which  were  significantly  related  to  Father's 
education  seven  were  up-trends,  ten  were  down-trends  and  18  are 
classified  as  "complex".  The  high  frequency  of  complex  trends 
was  probably  an  artifact  due  to  the  inclusion  in  the  analysis  of 
the  relatively  large  number  of  "don't  know"  answers. 

The  "al 1  foods"  summary  provides  little  additional  useful 
information  or  understanding  beyond  the  relative  importance  of 
the  background  characteristics.  Generalizations  about  food 
preferences  cannot  be  made  from  these  data.  The  separate  tables 
for  the  food  classes  furnish  more  insights  and  permit  more 
f i rml y  based  generalizations. 


Table  5. 13.  All  Foods.  Summary 


No. of  Ave. 

Sub  Cl  ass  Foods  Rating 


Accessory  Foods 

39 

6. 37 

Number  of  foods  : 

263 

Beverages 

21 

6,63 

Grand  average  ; 

6.50 

Breads 

9 

6.96 

Range  of  averages  ; 

4.Q0-8, 36 

Cereal s 

5 

6.44 

Average  variance  ; 

3.86 

Desserts 

43 

6.82 

Range  of  variances; 

1.09-8.84 

Fruits 

13 

6. 85 

.  ■'  .  ..  . 

Main  Di shes 

64 

6.66 

'  ■ .  1  . 

Potatoes  &  Starches 

12 

6.55 

Salads 

24 

5.99 

Soups 

16 

6.02 

Vegetables 

17 

5.90 

Type  of  Trend 

(Number  of  Foods)  Total 

- : - . ■  . -  -  t - -  - -  --  -  • 


U  X 

C 

D 

No. 

m*yTm 

Age 

98  18 

6 

91 

213 

81 

Length  of  service 

69  58 

3 

114 

244 

93 

Grade 

68  59 

3 

116 

246 

94 

Hometown  type 

27 

10 

27 

64 

24 

GTAS 

3.1 

16 

27 

74 

28 

Education 

25 

14 

23 

62 

24 

Father* s  education  7 

18 

10 

35 

13 

No. 

No. 

Component 

RA>US 

80 

US>RA 

23 

103 

39 

Marital  status 

M  >  S 

108 

S  >  M 

61 

169 

64 

Live  in  barracks 

0>  I 

1 1 1 

I  >  0 

60 

171 

65 

Separate  rati ons 

S>  NS 

110 

NS  >  S 

57 

167 

63 

Army  area 

35 

13 

Regi on  of  ori gi n 

125 

48 

U  -  Includes 

all  up-trends 

X  -  " 

typical  length  of 

service  trends 

D  -  » 

al  1  down- 

trends 

C  -  " 

al 1  foods 

showi ng 

si gnif icant 

vari at ion 

but  no 

trends 

0 
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CHAPTER  6,  Summary  and  Conclusions 


The  most  important  goal  of  this  survey  was  to  provide -current 
and  reliable  descriptive  information  about  soldiers1  food 
preferences.  In  one  sense,  this  objective  is  achieved  by  the 
tables  alone,  which  present  overall  mean  preference  ratings, 
and  the  mean  preference  ratings  for  each  category  of  each  of 
13  background  factors,  for  each  of  263  foods.  The  relationship 
of  each  background  factor  to  preference  for  each  food  is 
indicated.  Wherever  possible,  the  relationships  among  and 
within  food  classes  are  described  and  hypotheses  and  general¬ 
izations  are  set  forth. 

Undoubtedly,  the  descriptive  data  wi 1 1  find  widespread  use 
among  those  responsible  for  military  food  planning,  whether  this 
be  in  planning  the  Master  Menu  or  in  deciding  which  foods  to 
develop  for  special  rations.  Moreover,  the  data  are  in  such  a 
form  that  they  should  be  useful  in  deriving  or  testing  theories 
about  food  acceptance.  From  a  methodological  standpoint,  the 
contri  bu ti on  of  this  survey  was  less  than  of  the  previous  surveys. 
The  psychometric  method  remained  essenti al 1 y  the  same,  as  did 
the  way  in  which  the  data  for  each  food  were  summarized.  But 
there  were  certain  differences  in  methodology.  The  sampling 
method  and  questionnaire  administration  techniques  were  changed. 
Many  more  background  factors  were  investigated.  The  data  for 
each  food  are  much  more  complete  and  are  presented  in  such  a  way 
as  to  constitute  a  reference  source  for  answering  many  types  of 
practical  and  theoretical  questions  which  may  arise  from  time  to 
time. 

In  previous  surveys,  statistical  error  terms  were  derived  by 
rather  crude  techniques,  whereas  in  the  present  one,  more 
rigorous  analyses  were  performed  to  provide  estimates  of  error. 
Surprisingly  or  not,  the  estimates  of  error  were  in  close 
agreement.  Rules  are  provided  for  determi ni ng  whether  any  two 
foods  chosen  at  random  can  be  considered  as  significantly 
different,  and  for  deciding  how  large  a  difference  among  back¬ 
ground  category  means  is  required  for  significance. 

Earlier  in  this  paper,  it  was  noted  that  a  nine-year  interval 
separated  the  present  survey  from  the  last  of  the  previous 
surveys.  One  of  the  reasons  for  not  conducting  such  surveys  was 
the  fact  that  preferences  seemed  remarkably  stable.  The  present 
survey  included  88  foods  which  had  appeared  i n  identical  form  in 
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previous  surveys.  In  one  sense,  this  stability  was  confirmed? 
the  correlation  of  average  preference  ratings  was  0.94.  In 
another  sense,  however,  stability  was  refuted,  since  many  foods 
shifted  by  a  larger  than  expected  amount.  Certainly  some 
shifting  could  occur  merely  on  the  basis  of  chance  within  the 
limits  specified  by  statistical  error.  For  example,  one  might 
expect  some  of  the  previous  lowest  rated  foods  to  rise  in 
preference  and  some  of  the  previ ous  highest  rated  foods  to 
decline  in  preference  merely  because  of  the  phenomenon  of 
regression  toward  the  mean.  Perhaps  one  could  explain  the 
decreases  for  certain  highly  preferred  foods  (e,g.,  those  for 
milk  and  ice  cream)  in  this  way,  but  why  di dn' t  preferences 
for  other  high-rated  foods  -Such  as  grilled  steak  also  drop? 

Why  did  preferences  for  the  low-rated  vegetables,  such  as 
buttered  turnips,  fail  to  show  up-trends? 

While  there  is  no  firm  evi  dence  on  thi  s  point,  one  can  speculate 
that  the  very  utilization  of  the  survey  data  by  Menu  planners 
could  affect  preferences  for  well-liked  foods.  Menu  planners  have 
reported  using  the  previous  survey  data  in  choosi ng  i terns  for  the 
daily  menus,  A  higher-rated  food  is  likely  to  be  chosen  more 
often  than  a  lower-rated  food.  But  serving  it  more  frequently 
could  ultimately  affect  i ts  preference  through  the  onset  of 
monotony.  Also,  if  a  food  is  served  often,  it  no  longer  is 
considered  as  something  special  and  unusually  desirable  ,  It  is 
seen  more  as  a  commodity,  and  its  loss  of  lustre  may  be  reflected 
in  lower  ratings.  Many  years  ago,  chicken  and  turkey  were 
perceived  as  "special"  foods  to  be  served  on  holidays  and  other 
special  occasions.  But,  in  recent  times,  they  have  become  too 
commonplace  to  warrant  special  status.  Thus,  while  measurements  of 
food  preferences  are  uni ikely  to  change  food  preferences,  the  use 
of  such  data  as  guides  in  decision-making  could  be  instrumental 
in  this  process.  While  the  men  in  the  present  survey  differed  in 
many  ways  from  the  men  surveyed  before,  it  was  shown  that  the 
differences  do  not  account  for  changes  in  food  preferences.  For 
example,  even  though  the  men  in  the  present  survey  were  older, 
using  age  effects  as  a  variable  to  explain  the  lack  of  perfect 
correlation  between  present  and  past  surveys  did  not  improve  the 
predictive  accuracy. 

Undoubtedly,  preferences  for  some  foods  will  change  with  time. 

This  may  happen  for  many  reasons?  changes  in  distribution 
patterns,  improvements  in  product  quality,  reduced  variability  in 
preparation,  increased  availability,  etc.  Most  of  these  changes 
will  be  sufficiently  slow,  hcwever,  that  frequent  comprehensive 


surveys  of  foods  preferences  are  probably  not  necessary.  But 
perhaps  such  a  survey  conducted  about  every  five  years,  if 
economically  accomplished,  would  be  worthwhile.  It  would 
faci 1 i tate  necessary  readjustments  in  the  guidelines  for  menu 
planning  and  for  the  selection  of  foods  for  development  work. 

The  results  reported  here  consti tute  a  deff pi tive  account  of 
preferences  among  Army  enlisted  personnel  assigned  in  the 
Zone  of  the  Interior,  This  def i ni ti on  of  the  sample  immediately 
raises  the  question  of  the  generality  of  the  findings  for  men 
serving  in  overseas  theaters  and  to  officer  and  female 
personnel.  Are  their  preferences  essenti al 1 y  the  same  as  for 
those  actual  1 y  studi ed  or  are  there  major  differences? 

Merel y  on  intuitive  grounds  one  would  suppose  that  particular 
food  cravings  or  aversions  might  arise  when  men  find  themselves 
in  different  environments.  If  familiar  foods  taken  for  granted 
in  the  Uni  ted  States  are  no  longer  avai  lable,  do  cravings  for 
them  ar i se? 

Do  the  native  dietaries  in  various  foreign  countries  affect 
preferences?  If  living  overseas  does  affect  preferences,  what 
are  the  patterns  of  emergence  Of  the  changes?  Are  there  Ipng- 
term  consequences?  Similarly,  one  might  expect  differences 
among  officer  personnel  if  only  because  of fleers  are  different 
from  enlisted  personnel  on  certain  background  factors  shown  to 
be  relited  to  preferences  for  individual  foods.  Examples  of 
these  factors  would  be  education,  GTAS,  and  perhaps  length  of 
service.  Again,  on  a  priori  grounds  differences  in  prefer¬ 
ences  as  a  function  of  sex  might  be  expected.  Part  of  this 
might  be  related  to  the  differences  between  men  and  women  on 
certain  background  characteristics,  but  there  is  also  likely  to 
be  an  independent  contribution  of  sex  because  of  the  many 
culturally-derived  differences  that  exist. 

Whether  these  three  mi  1 itary  groups  constitute  populations 
whose  food  preferences  are  worthy  "of  separate ■ investigati ons 
is  a  matter  for  a  policy  decision.  If  surveys  among  enlisted 
persons  in  the  Zone  of  the  Interior  have  been  worthwhile,  then 
the  same  considerations  could  be  used  in  support  of  separate 
studies  of  these  groups,  at  least  until  it  has  been  determined 
whether  important  differences  are  present. 
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APPENDIX 

This  appendix  consists  of  three  major  sections! 

I .  Background  Information  Questions 

Each  question  from  which  background  information  was  derived 
is  given  verbatim  as  it  appeared  in  the  questionnaire.  In 
some  cases  the  list  of  response  categories  has  been 
abbreviated,  with  an  explanatory  note*  This  was  done  where 
they  were  extensive  and  no  confusion  could  result  from  the 
condensation. 

II,  Summary  of  Preference  Rati ngs-- 

The  food  names  are  arranged  by  class  and  subclass.  Classes 
are  identified  by  Roman  numerals  and  each  Class  starts  on  a 
separate  page.  Subclasses  are  indicated  by  capital  letters 
and  their  names  are  el  so  capi  tal  i  zed.  Where  sub-sLibd asses 
appear,  they  are  typed  in  lower  case  and  underlined. 

Mean  ratings  are  the  only  definitive  results  presented  in 
this  sections  however,  each  food  is  identified  by  its 
survey  number  and  by  its  page  number  in  the  Individual 
Food  Summary  section  (Section  III), 


Page 

I. 

Accessory  Foods 

121 

II. 

Beverages 

123 

Ill . 

Breads 

124 

IV. 

Cereals 

125 

V. 

Desserts 

126 

VI. 

Frui ts 

128 

VII. 

Mai n  Di shes 

129 

VIII. 

Potatoes  and  Starches 

132 

IX. 

Salads 

133 

X. 

Soups 

134 

XI. 

Vegetables 

135 

112 


III.  Indivi dual  Food  Summaries 

There  is  a  separate  page  for  each  of  the  263  foods.  They 
are  arranged  in  the  same  order  as  listed  in  the  second 
section.  Each  page  has  four  major  sections: 

A.  Description  of  the  food 

B.  Ratings  for  similar  or  identical  foods 

C.  Relationships  of  preference  with  background 
characteristics 

D.  Comments 


Two  explanatory  tables  precede  the  summary  tables; 

(1)  Code  sheet  for  background  categories. 

(2)  Codes  for  trends  in  preference  with  background 
characteristics. 


SECTION  I.  BACKGROUND  INFORMATION  QUESTIONS. 

Region  of  Origin  (Answered  by  respondent) 

In  what  region  did  you  l,ive  the  longest  time  before  you 
were  16  years  old?  (Mark  one  box  only) , 

Northwest  (Oreg . ,Wash . , Idaho) ... . 

Rocky  Mountains  (Nev. , Colo. ,Wyo. , Utah , Mont . ).... 

South  Central  (Texas , La. ,0k la. ,Ark .,).... 

Southwest  (Calif .  ,N .Mex. ,Ariz , )  ...  . 

Great  Plains  (Mo . , Iowa.Kans . ,Nebr . ) . . . . 

North  Central  (N.Dak. ,S. Dak. , Minn .)... . 

Middle  West  (Ill . ,Ind. ,Wis ., Mich. ,) _ 

Southeast  (Miss . ,Ala. ,Tenn. ,Fla. ,N.C. ,S.C. ,Va. ,Ga. ,Ky .) 

East  Central  (Ohio , Pa. ,N .Y . ,N . J . , Del . ,W .Va. ,Md. ) _ 

New  England  (Maine,  Mass . ,N .H . ,Vt . , R. I . , Conn . ) . . . . 
Alaska  or  Hawaii.... 

Other  U.S.  territories  or  possessions  (For  example, 
Puerto  Rico  or  Virgin  Islands).... 

Outside  the  United  States  or  United  States  territories 
or  possessions ... . 

Hometown  Type  (Answered  by  respondent) 

Where  did  you  spend  most  of  the  time  before  you  were 
16  years  old?  (Mark  one  box  only) . 

On  a  farm. ... 

In  the  country  but  not  on  a  farm.... 

In  a  town  with  less  than  2500  people.... 

In  a  town  or  small  city  with  2500  but  less  than  25,OOo 
people.... 

In  a  city  with  25,000  but  less  than  100,000  people.... 
In  a  large  city  with  100,00  but  less  than 
one  million  people  ... . 

In  a  very  large  city  with  over  one  million  people _ 

In  a  suburb  of  a  large  or  very  large  city.... 

Age  (Answered  by  respondent) 

Check  the  box  which  indicates  your  age  as  of  your  last 
birthday . 

(Ages  17-55  were  shown  individually,  then  the  final 
category  was  "Over  55".) 
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Length  of  Service  (Answered  by  personnel  clerk) 

Mark  an  "X"  in  the  box  that  represents  total  ACTIVE 
FEDERAL  MILITARY  SERVICE  COMPLETED  as  of  28  February 
1963.  (Be  sure  to  include  all  FEDERAL  service  on  an 
active-duty  status,  whether  part  was  COMMISSIONED,  WARRANT, 
or  ENLISTED  service.  Be  sure  all  tours  are  counted.) 

Less  than  3  months  completed..,. 

3  months  but  less  than  6  months, ... 

6  months  but  less  than  1  year.. .. 

1  year  but  less  than  2  years. .. . 

(Categories  of  this  type  were  shown  for  each 

length  from  one  through  20  years  of  service.) 


20  years  but  less  than  25  years.... 

25  years  but  less  than  30  years.,.. 

30  years  or  more.,,. 

Grade  (Answered  by  personnel  clerk) 

Mark  an  "X"  in  the  box  which  indicates  the  man's  present  GRADE 
(Grades  £-1  through  E-9  were  listed.) 

General  Technical  Aptitude  Score  (Answered  by  personnel  clerk) 
Enter  the  enlisted  man's  "GT"  (General  Technical)  aptitude 
area  score  by  marking  one  of  the  boxes.  (Obtain  this 
information  from  Item  23  of  DA  Form  20.) 

Score  130  and  hi gher. , . .  Score  65-79.... 

Score  110-129....  Score  below  65.... 

Score  100-109... .  No  score  entered..,. 

Score  90-99, , Record  not  avai 1  able. .. . 

Score  80-89. . 


Education  (Answered  by  respondent) 

What  is  your  highest  level  of  education?  (Count  GED  credit, 
if  any.)  (Check  one  box  only.) 


Grammar  school  ( did  not  graduate) .... 

Grammar  school  graduate. . ... 

High  school  (did  not  graduate),.,. 

High  school  graduate  (Include  GED  equivalent).,,. 

Less  than  2  years  of  col  lege. ... . 

Two  years  or  more  of  college,  no  degree..,. 

College  degree  (B.S,,B.A,,  or  equivalent,  except  LL.B.).... 
Law  degree  (LL.B.).,., 

Masters  degree  (M.A.,M.S.,  or  equivalent).... 

Doctors  degree  (Ph,d,,M.D,,  or  equivalent).,,. 
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Father 1 s  Educati on  (Answered  by  respondent) 

What  was  your  father's  highest  level  of  education? 

(Check  one  box  only.) 

Grammar  school  (did  not  graduate) ... , 

Grammar  school  graduate.... 

High  school  (did  not  graduate).... 

High  school  graduate  (Include  GED  equivalent).... 

Less  than  2  years  of  college.... 

Two  years  or  more  of  col  lege,  no  degree.... 

College  degree  ( B.S.,B. A. ,  or  equivalent,  except  LL . B. ) . . 
Law  degree  (LL.B.) , . . . 

Masters  degree  (M,A,,M.S.,  or  equivalent).... 

Doctors  degree  (Ph.d.,M.D.,  or  equivalent)... . 

Do  not  know, ... 


Component  (Answered  by  personnel  clerk) 

Mark  an  "X11  in  the  box  which  indicates  the  man1  s  COMPONENT. 
The  service  number  prefix  determines  the  man's  component. 
For  example,  the  component  Uni  ted  States  Army  (RA)  includes 
all  men  whose  service  number  prefixes  are  RA,  RO,  RM,  or  RP 


Component 

Servi ce 

Number  Prefix 

United  States  Army  (RA) 

RA,  RO, 

RM,  or  RP.. ., 

Army  Reserve  (USAR) 

FR,  ER. . 

'  0  0 

National  Guard  ( ARNG) 

N  G ,,,, 

Army  of  the  United  States  (AUS) 

US,  UR, 

uc,... 

Marital  Status  (Answered  by  respondent) 

What  is  your  marital  status? 

I  have  never  been  married.,,. 

I  am  marri ed, ... . 

I  am  di vorced  and  not  remar ried, ., . 

I  am  .  legal  1  y- separated.,:. . 

I  arflma  wi  dower, .. , 

Live  in  Barracks  (Answered  by  respondent) 

Are  you  living  in  troop  barracks  at  the  present  time? 

Yes,,,. 

No..., 

Separate  Rations  (Answered  by  personnel  clerk) 

Does  enlisted  man  receive  a  separate  rati ons  al 1 owance? 

Yes. ... 


Table  A1 .  Code  Sheet  For  Background  Categories 


Cate- 

aorv 

Army 

Area 

R egi on 
of 

Of  i  gi  n 

Home 

Town 

Type 

Age 

Length 

of 

Service 

Grade 

m 

Vvi-: 

South 

Central 

Farm 

■ 

Less 

than 

6  months 

E-1 

65-79 

2 

Second 

Army 

Area 

South¬ 

west 

Country, 

non- 

Farm 

20-22 

Hi 

E-2 

80-89 

•  3 

Third 

Army 

Area 

Great 

Pi ai ns 

Town, 

less 

than 

2500 

23-24 

1-2 

years 

E-3  ,'j 

90-99 

4 

Fourth 

Army 

Area 

Town  or 
smal  1 

Ci  ty 

25-29 

2-6 

years 

E-4 

100-109 

5 

— 

wm 

Middle 

West 

Ci  ty 

30-34 

6-10 

years 

E-5 

1 1 0- 1 29 

m 

mm 

mm 

■ 

■ 

35-39 

10-15 

years 

E-6 

■ 

7 

Mi  1 i tary 
District 
of  Wash. 

East 

Central 

■ 

40 

and 

over 

15  or 
more 

years 

E-7 

8 

Nike 

Si  tes 

New 

Engl  and 

Suburb 

of 

6  or  7 
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Table  A1.  Continued, 


Cate¬ 

gory 

Education 

Father's 

Education 

Mari tal 
Status 

Li  ve 
'  in 

Barracks 

Separate 

Rations 

" 

1 

Grammar 
school , 
di d  not 
graduate 

RA,RO, 

etc. 

Married 

•  ? 

In 

Barracks 

Separate 

2 

... 

Grammar 

school 

graduate 

UR, Us, 
etc. 

Singl e 

Out 

of 

Barracks 

Not 

Separate 

3 

Hi  gh 
school , 
did  not 
graduate 

High 
school , 
di d  not 
graduate 

- 

4 

High 
School , 
graduate 

High 

schoqj, 

graduate 

5 

College, 
di d  not 
graduate 

Col  l  ege, 
did  not 
graduate 

'  ■  ■  '  '  - 

6 

. 

College 

graduate 

Col  lege 
graduate 
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•Table  A2.  Codes  for  Trends  in  Preference  With  Background 
Characteristics,  (This  table  also  appears  in 
Chapter  5.)  . " . ,  ' :  ■ 

I .  Army  Area  and  Region  of  Origin 

No  trends  are  shown  for  these  two  factors  for  reasons 
discussed  in  the  text.  Inspection  of  the  Individual 
Food  Summary  Tables  is  necessary  to  determine  high 

and  low  areas  and  regions. 

II,  Age,  Length  of  Service,  Grade,  GTAS ,  Education,  and 
Father  1  s  Education  ~  — 

U-  Preference  clearly  increases  wi  th  i  ncreasi  ng  va,1  ues 
of  the  characteristic.  >. 

u=  Preference  tends  to  increase  with  increasing  values 
of  the  characteristic,  but  not  in  a  perfect  or  near 
perfect  monotonic  manner,  or  else  not  to  the  same  -;: 
extent  as  with  "U". 

Preference  tends  to  decrease  with  increasing  values 
of  the  characteristic,  but  not  in  a  perfect  or  near 
perfect  monotonic  manner,  or  not  to  the  same  extent 
as  wi th  "U" . 

Preference  clearly  decreases  with  increasing  values 
of  characteristic. 

Ill ,  Special  Symbols  for  Age^  Length  of  Service,  and  Grade 

X=  Preference  is  highest  with  the  lowest  value  of  the 
characteristic;  as  values  of  the  characteristic 
increase,  preference  first  drops  sharply  then  begins 
a  recovery  wh ich  brings  preference  back  to  its  initial 
level .  This  pattern  of  change  is  referred  to  as  the 
"typical  length  of  service"  trend. 

UX=  A  "U"  trend  with  an  "X"  trend  superimposed.  Preference 
drops  sharply  from  the  initial  level,  then  begins  a 
regular  recovery  which  takes  it  higher  than  the  initial 
level , 
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IV. 


ux=  A  "u"  trend  wi th  an  "X"  trend  superimposed. 

Preference  drops  sharply  from  the  initial  level,  then 
begins  a  recovery  which  takes  it  higher  than  the 
initial  level j  however  it  is  not  as  definitie  and 
regular  as  the  "UX"  trend. 

dx=  A  "dM  trend  with  an  "X"  trend  superimposed.  Prefer¬ 
ence  drops  sharpl y,  then  begi ns  a  recovery  which 
never  reaches  the  initial  level. 

DX=  A  "D"  trend  with  an  "X"  trend  superimposed.  Prefer¬ 
ence  drops  sharply,  then  begins  a  recovery!  however, 
the  hi ghest  category  is  sti  1 1  def ini  tel y  lower  than 
the  initial  1  evel . 

dh-  Preference  drops  sharply  f rom  i ts  initial  level,  then 
does  not  change  appreciably. 

Dichotomous  Characteristics 


Component;  RA=  Regular  Army  men  show  higher 

preference. 

US  =  Inducted  men  show  hi gher  preference. 

Marital  status;  M  =  Married  men  show  higher  preference, 

S  =  Single  men  show  higher  preference. 

Live  in  barracks;  I  =  Men  living  in  barracks  show  higher 

preference. 

■  0  =  Men  living  out  of  barracks  show 

higher  preference. 

Separate  rations;  S  =  Men  on  separate  rati ons  al 1 owance 

show  higher  preference. 

NS=  Men  not  on  separate  rations  allowance 
show  higher  preference. 
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SECTION  II.  SUMMARY  OF  PREFERENCE  RATINGS 
I.  ACCESSORY  FOODS 


A.  CONDIMENTS  AND  RELISHES  -  SWEET 
Marasehi no  Cherries 

Mixed  Sweet  Pickles 
Rai  si  ns 

B.  CONDIMENTS  AND  RELISHES  -  OTHER 
Pickled  Beets  (cold) 

Grated  Parmesan  Cheese 
Mushrooms 

Olives  (green,  unpitted) 

Olives  (stuffed  with  pimento) 
Glazed  Onions 

Sliced  Raw  Onions 

Sweet  Green  Peppers 

Kosher  Di 1 1  Pickle  ( wi th  garl ic) 

Assorted  Crisp  Relishes 
Relish  Tray 

C.  HOT  CONDIMENTS  AND  SAUCES 
Mustard 

Worcestershire  Sauce 
Hot  Sauce 

D.  SAUCES,  GRAVIES,  AND  TOPPINGS 
Dessert  Topping  (whipped  type) 

Gi blet  Gravy 

Maple  Syrup 
Sour  Cream 
Whipped  Cream 


Mean 

Food 

Rati  ng 

No. 

Page 

6.44 

1 06 

136 

6.24 

T3I 

137 

6.44 

132 

138 

5.53 

101 

139 

5.74 

104 

140 

6.14 

123 

141 

5.5  a 

'  134 

142 

6.02 

125 

143 

5.37 

126 

144 

5.97 

127 

145 

5.74 

129 

146 

6.22 

1 30 

147 

6,44 

133 

148 

6.30 

138 

149 

6.05 

124 

150 

6.30 

136 

151 

6.05 

135 

152 

7.00 

137 

153 

6.84 

108 

154 

6.74 

139 

155 

4.60 

103 

156 

7.24 

1 07 

157 

ACCESSORY  FOODS  ( Conti nued) 


Mean 
Rati  ng . 

Food 

No. 

Page 

SPREADS 

1 ,  Frui t-Type 

Cherry  dam 

6.83 

1  1 1 

158 

Peach  Jam 

6.55 

1  12 

159 

Pineapple  Jam 

6,28 

M3 

160 

Raspberry  Jam 

7.00 

114 

161 

Strawberry  Jam 

7.01 

115 

162 

Jam 

6.81 

110 

163 

Apple  Jel 1 y 

6,63 

117 

164 

Blackberry  Jelly 

6.96 

118 

1 65 

Currant  Jelly 

6.15 

119 

1 66 

Grape  Jelly 

7.10 

120 

1 67 

Strawberry  Jel 1 y 

7.33 

121 

168 

Jel  1  y 

6.83 

116 

169 

Orange  Marmalade 

6.21 

128 

170 

2.  Other  Than  Fruit-Type 

Butter 

7.47 

102 

171 

Cream  Cheese 

5.53 

105 

172 

Honey 

6.49 

109 

173 

Margari ne  (©1 eomargari ne) 

6.16 

122 

174 

II.  BEVERAGES 


Mean 

Food 

Rati ng 

No. 

Page 

FRUITS  OR  FRUIT  FLAVORED 

Cherry  Drink  ( noncarbonated) 

6.04 

202 

175 

Grape  Drink  (noncarbonated) 

■  ;/*.,  •  6.91  O 

207 

176 

Lemon  Drink  (noncarbonated) 

6.89 

21 1 : 

177 

Lime  Drink  ( noncarbonated) 

6.15 

2.13 

178 

Orange  Drink  (noncarbonated) 

7.32 

214 

179 

Grape  Juice 

7.39  . 

5,| 

208 

f'l 

180 

Canned  Orange  Juice 

7.41 

220 

r  181 
182 

F  r ozen  Oran ge  J u i  ce 

7.73  : 

216 

Instant  Orange  Juice 

6,84 

215 

183 

Limeade 

6.90 

21 2 

184 

Fruit  Punch 

7.13 

206 

1 85  - 

Grape  Punch 

7.04 

210 

186 

OTHER  THAN  FRUIT 

Buttermi 1 k 

4,  85 

201 

187 

Hot  Chocolate  ( sel f -prepared) 

6.88 

203 

188 

Hot  Chocolate  (from  dispenser) 

6.90 

209 

189 

V 

Iced  Coffee 

4.00 

1205 

190 

Instant  Coffee 

4.79 

205 

191 

Coffee 

7.11 

204 

192 

Vegetable  Juice 

6.58 

219 

193 

F resh  Milk 

8.36 

217 

194 

Hot  Tea 

6.05 

218 

195 
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III.  BREADS 


Mean 
Rati  ng 

Food 

No. 

Page 

SWEE T  ( WITH  SUGAR  I NGREDI ENTS ) 

Rai si n  Bread 

6.41 

303 

196 

Quick  Coffee  Cake 

6.71 

306 

197 

198 

Jelly  Doughnuts 

7.33 

307 

OTHER  BREADS  AND  CRACKERS 

Garlic  French  Bread 

6.52 

302 

199 

French  Bread 

7.53 

301 

200 

Whole  Wheat  Bread 

6.25 

304 

201 

Hot -Cross  Buns 

7.69 

305 

202 

Saltlne  Crackers 

7.04 

309 

203 

Engl ish  Muf f i ns 

7.18 

308 

204 

IV.  CEREALS 


Mean 

Food 

A.  COLD 

Rati  ng 

No. 

Page 

Assorted  Dry  Cereal 

6.98 

401 

205 

Corn  Flakes 

6.96 

403 

206 

B.  HOT 

•  .  v  ' 

Hot  Whole  Wheat  Cereal 

6,44 

402 

207 

Oatmeal 

6,02 

404 

•  208 

Cream  of  Wheat 

5.80 

405 

209 
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V.  DESSERTS 


A.  CAKES  ‘  !  .7^ 

3  y"  , 

Mean 

Rating.. 

F  ood 
No, 

Page 

Applesauce  Cake 

6.76 

503 

210 

Chocolate  Cake 

7.43 

504 

211 

Devil's  Food  Cake 

7.28 

505 

212 

Marble  Cake  > 

7.03 

506 

213 

Peach  Upside-Down  Cake 

7.39 

508 

214 

Raspberry  Shortcake 

7.47 

542 

215 

Spice  Cake  ' 

6,72 

507 

216 

Gingerbread 

B.  COOKIES 

6.91 

517 

217 

Butterscotch  I cebox  Cook i es 

6.77 

513 

218 

Brownies  (fudge  cookies) 

7.27 

502 

219 

Chocolate  Cookies 

6.98 

511 

220 

Coconut  Drop  Cookies 

6.82 

512 

221 

Raisin  Cookies 

6.73 

515 

222 

Sugar  Cooki es 

6.72 

516 

223 

Graham  Crackers 

C.  COBBLERS  AND  PIES 

1 .  Frui t 

Apple  Brown  Betty  (apples. 

bread 

6.64 

543 

224 

&  spices. 

baked) 

6.88 

501 

225 

Apricot  Cobbler 

6.47 

509 

226 

Peach  Cobbler 

7.44 

510 

227 

Apple  Pie 

7.85 

528 

228 

Apricot  Pie 

6.13 

514 

229 

Blackberry  Pie 

7. 22 

529 

230 

Blueberry  Pie 

7.13 

530 

231 

Mincemeat  Pie 

6.08 

534 

232 

Peach  Pie 

7.19 

538 

233 

Rhubarb  Pie 

5.30 

536 

234 

Rhubarb  &  S trawber ry  Pi e 

6,46 

537 

235 
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DESSER TS  ( Conti nued) 


Mean 
Rati  ng 

Food 

No. 

Page 

2.  Cream  or  Meringue 

Coconut  Cream  Pie 

7.28 

531 

236 

Pi neapple  Cream  Pie 

7.08 

535 

237 

Chocolate  Meringue  Pie 

7.13 

532 

238 

Lemon  Meri ngue  Pie 

7.59 

533 

239 

icecreams  ^ 

Ice  Cream  1 A  - 

7.70 

518 

240 

Chocolate  Ice  Cream 

7.33 

519 

241 

GELATINS 

Cherry  Gelatin 

6.35 

520 

242 

Lemon  Gel  ati n  *' 

6.26 

522 

243 

Lime  Gelatin 

5.73 

,  523 

244 

Orange  Gel ati n 

6.31 

524 

245 

Raspberry  Gelatin 

6.62 

525 

246 

Raspberry  Gelatin  with  Bananas 

6.61 

526 

247 

Strawberry  Gelatin 

6.61 

527 

248 

Raspberry  Jel  1  o 

6.50 

521 

249 

PUDDINGS 

Bread  Puddi ng 

6.43 

1 204 

250 

Cottage  Pudding  (cake  pudding) 

5.96 

540 

251 

Tapi  oca  Pudding 

6. 86 

541 

252 

Mean  Food 
Rati  ng . No. 


FRESH 

Assor ted  Fresh  F rui t 

8.03 

606 

253 

Avocados 

5.54 

601 

254 

Bananas 

7.59 

602 

255 

Canta 1 oup 

7.38 

603 

256 

Dates 

5.52 

605 

257 

Nectari nes 

6.31 

607 

258 

Oranges 

7.53 

608 

259 

Pears  ( fresh) 

7.67 

610 

260 

Watermel on 

7.54 

612 

261 

Rhubarb 

5.38 

611 

262 

CANNED  OR  PREPARED 

Canned  Cherries  - 

6. 52 

604 

263 

Grapef rui t  ( canned  secti ons) 

6.49 

613 

264 

Peaches  ( canned) 

7.55 

609 

265 

VII.  MAIN  DISHES 


Mean 

Rating 

Food 

No. 

Page 

A. 

EGGS  AND  OMELETS 

Fried  Eggs 

7.43 

720 

266 

Poached  Eggs  on  Toast 

6.20 

721 

267 

Scrambled  Eggs 

7.02 

722 

268 

Shirred  Eggs  ( baked  i n  muff  i n  pans) 

5.42 

723 

269 

Eggs  to  Order 

7.82 

724 

270 

Ham  Omelet 

7.21 

738 

271 

B. 

CHEESES 

American  Cheese 

7.07 

709 

272 

Blue-Veined  Cheese  (Roquefort 

or  Bleu) 

5.07 

710 

273 

Cottage  Cheese 

5.80 

71 1 

274 

C. 

CEREAL  LIGHT  MAIN  DISHES 

Pi  zza  '  ' ■  ;iVv  W-  v 

7.17 

745 

275 

Waffles  with  Syrup 

7.10 

763 

276 

D, 

MEATS  r 

1 ,  Beef 

Corned  Beef 

6.46 

702 

277 

Creamed  Dried  Chipped  Beef 

on  Toast 

6.18 

703 

278 

Creamed  Ground  Beef  on  Toast 

5. 88 

752 

279 

Roast  Beef 

7.79 

704 

280 

Hot  Roast  Beef  Sandwich 

wi  th  Gravy 

7.76 

750 

281 

Pan-Fried  Beefsteak 

7.72 

705 

282 

Spiced  Braised  Beef  Cubes 

6.43 

718 

283 

>  Beef  Fricassee  (beef  cubes 

and  vegetabl es) 

6.02 

726 

284 

Spanish  Pot  Roast  (with  tomatoes) 

6.77 

748 

285 

Gri  1 1  ed  Steak 

8. 30 

743 

286 
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MAIN  DISHES  (Continued) 


Mean 
Rati  ng 

Food 

No. 

Page 

2. 

Hams 

Baked  Fresh  Ham 

7.42 

730 

287 

Ham  Salad 

6.85 

749 

288 

Barbecued  Ham  Steaks 

7.52 

759 

:  289 

3. 

Other  Pork  Products 

Bacon 

7.62 

701 

290 

Barbecued  Pork  Chops 

7.56 

716 

291 

Roast  Pork 

7.37 

747 

292 

4. 

Lamb 

Lamb  Pot  Pie 

5.08 

741 

293 

Roast  Lamb 

6.35 

733 

294 

5. 

Veal 

Breaded  Veal  Cutlet 

7.75 

719 

295 

Veal  Fricassee  (veal  cubes 

and  vegetables) 

6.28 

728 

296 

Veal  Loaf  with  Gravy 

6.89 

737 

297 

Veal  Pot  Pie 

6.25 

744 

298 

Veal  Steak 

7.84 

761 

299 

6. 

Liver 

/ 

Baked  Liver  . 

4.87 

734 

300 

7. 

Meat  Combinations 

Chi  1  i  Con  Came 

6.79 

712 

301 

Chop  Suey 

5.88 

742 

302 

Chow  Mei n 

5.95 

717 

303 

8. 

Col  d  Cuts  and  Sausages 

Bol ogna 

6.34 

706 

304 

Cervelat  (summer  sausage) 

6.33 

708 

305 

Luncheon  Loaf  (Luncheon  Meat) 

6.47 

735 

306 

Liver  Sausage 

5.12 

753 

307 

Gri 1  led  Frankfurters 

6.50 

729 

308 

MAIN  DISHES  (Continued) 


Mean 
Rati  ng 

Food 

No. 

Page 

9. 

Ground  Meats 

Stuffed  Green  Peppers  with 

Brown  Gravy 

6.13 

740 

309 

Grilled  Hamburger  Sandwich 

7.52 

751 

310 

Spaghetti  and  Meatballs 

7.47 

1201 

311 

Sal i sbury  Steak 

7.29 

760 

312 

10. 

Fowl 

Barbecued  Chicken 

7.50 

713 

313 

Country-Style  Chicken  ( southern 

fried) 

7.80 

714 

314 

Stewed  Chicken 

6.48 

715 

315 

Chicken  Fricassee  (in  white 

sauce  with  rice) 

6.14 

727 

316 

Chicken  a  la  King  on  Toast 

6.56 

731 

317 

Turkey  Pot  Pie 

7.20 

758 

318 

11. 

Fish 

Pan  Fried  Fish 

6.48 

725 

319 

Fish  Squares  (breaded) 

6.04 

757 

320 

Fried  Oysters 

5.99 

739 

321 

Salmon  Cakes 

6. 20 

707 

322 

Salmon  Loaf 

5.97 

736 

323 

Deep  Fat-Fried  Scallops 

6.07 

754 

324 

Seafood  Platter  (Scallops, 

oysters,  and  fish) 

6.44 

746 

325 

Boi  1  ed  Shrimp 

6.36 

755 

326 

French-Fried  Shrimp 

7.09 

756 

327 

Baked  Tuna  and  Noodles 

6.03 

762 

328 

Tuna  a  la  King 

5.93 

732 

329 
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VIII.  POTATOES  AND  STARCHES 


Mean 

Food 

Rati  ng 

No. 

Page 

POTATOES 

Baked  White  Potatoes 

6.77 

804 

330 

Potatoes  Fried  with  Onions 

Franconia  Potatoes  (boiled. 

6.90 

803 

331 

quartered,  and  baked) 

6.57 

805 

332 

Lyonnaise  Potatoes  (cubed,  baked. 

with  fried  onions) 

6.22 

806 

333 

O'Brien  Potatoes  (cubed,  fried  with 

pimentos,  and  peppers) 

6.37 

807 

334 

Mashed  Potatoes 

7.52 

808 

335 

Candied  Sweet  Potatoes 

6.59 

809 

336 

RICE 

0 

Fried  Rice 

5.61 

810 

337 

Steamed  Rice 

5.85 

811 

338 

OTHER  STARCHES 

Baked  Beans  wi  th  Molasses 

5.71 

801 

339 

Baked  Macaroni  and  Cheese 

7.16 

802 

340 

Spaghetti  wi th  Meat  Sauce 

7.31 

812 

341 

IX.  SALADS 


Mean 

F  ood 

■  ■  '*  s  ?  '*  fr 

Rati ng 

No. 

Page 

A.  FRUIT 

Apple  and  Grapefruit  Salad 

6.26 

901 

342 

Banana,  Orange  and  Grapef rui t  Sal  ad 

6.76 

902 

343 

Indivi dual  F rui t  Sal  ad 

7.02 

913 

344 

Orange  and  Grapefruit  Salad 

6.09 

918 

;345 

Sliced  Orange  and  Coconut  Salad 

5.76 

919 

346 

Pear  Gelatin  Salad  on  Lettuce 

6.34 

922 

'  347 

B.  VEGETABLE 

Cabbage  Slaw 

6.43 

906 

348 

Hot  Cabbage  Slaw 

5.12 

907 

349 

Cauliflower  Vegetable  Salad 

4. 87  , 

909 

350 

Lettuce  Wedges 

6.81 

915 

351 

Marinated  Green  Beans  and  Onion  Salad 

5.20 

937 

352 

Tossed  Green  Salad 

7.17 

914 

353 

Tossed  Vegetable  Salad 

7.39 

923 

354 

C.  COMBINATION  ’  ‘ 

Cabbage  and  Cottage  Cheese  Salad 

4.96 

903 

355 

Cabbage,  Apple  &  Pineapple  Salad 

6.02 

904 

356 

Cabbage,  Apple  &  Raisin  Salad 

5.65 

905 

357 

Grated  Carrot  and  Pineapple  Salad 
Garden  Cottage  Cheese  Salad  (with 

5.32 

908 

358 

celery,  cucumber,  onion,  pepper  and 

radi sh) 

5.45 

910 

359 

Cottage  Cheese,  Onion  &  Pimento 

Sal  ad  on  Lettuce 

5.39 

911 

360 

Egg  and  Cucumber  Salad 

5.66 

912 

361 

Macaroni  Club  Salad  (with  carrots. 

celery  and  eggs) 

5.68 

916 

362 

S 1  iced  Pineapple  and  Grated  Cheese 

6.20 

920 

363 

Pineapple  Ring  with  Grated  American 

cheese  on  Lettuce 

5.97 

921 

364 

Waldorf  Salad  (apples,  celery  & 

nuts) 

6.33 

924 

365 

X.  SOUPS 


;•  ■■■  ■■  :*  "■  ;  ;  •  ^  S  *"  (jf  t 

Mean 

Rating 

Food 

No. 

Page 

Bean  Soup 

6.56 

1 001 

366 

Beef  Barley  Soup 

5 . 66 

1002 

367 

Beef  Noodle  Soup 

6.87 

1  003 

368 

Beef  Rice  Soup 

5.92 

1004 

369 

Chi cken  R i ce  Soup 

6.27 

1 005 

370 

Clam  Chowder 

5.86 

1 006 

371 

Creole  Soup  (tomatoes,  spaghetti, 

peppers,  onions) 

5.79 

1007 

372 

Cream  of  Celery  Soup 

5.42 

1 008 

373 

Knickerbocker  Soup  (beans  and 

vegetables) 

5.92 

1009 

374 

Minestrone  Soup  ( beans,  potatoes. 

carrots,  celery) 

6.29 

1010 

375 

Oyster  Soup 

5.86 

101 1 

376 

Split  Pea  Soup 

5.54 

1012 

377 

Pepper-Pot  Soup  ( green  pepper) 

5.22 

1013 

378 

Tomato  Bouillon  Soup 

5.94 

1014 

379 

Turkey  Rice  Soup 

6.51 

1015 

380 

Toma to- Vegetable  Soup  with  Noodles 

6.76 

1016 

381 

XI.  VEGETABLES 


Mean 

F  ood 

Rati  ng 

No. 

Page 

FLOWERS,  FRUITS  AND  SEEDS 

Buttered  (fresh)  Green  Beans 

7.13 

1101 

382 

Lima  Beans  Boiled  with  Ham  Hocks 

6.11 

1102 

383 

Buttered  Broccol i 

5.58 

1104 

384 

Creamed  Corn 

7.18 

1107 

385 

French-Fried  Eggplant 

5.65 

1108 

386 

Buttered  Green  Peas 

6.78 

1110 

387 

Fried  Summer  Squash 

5.03 

1112 

388 

Succotash  (lima  beans  and  whole 

kernel  corn) 

5.82 

1113 

389 

Fresh  Sliced  Tomatoes 

7.81 

1203 

390 

French-Fried  Tomatoes 

5.75 

1 1  14 

391 

Seal  loped  Tomatoes  (  baked  wi  th 

sugar,  salt,  pepper,  onions) 

5.43 

1115 

392 

LEAVES  AND  STEMS 

Sweet-Sour  Cabbage  (sugar  & 

vi negar) 

4.87 

1105 

393 

Spinach  wi th  Cheese  Sauce 

4.55 

1111 

394 

ROOTS  AND  BULBS 

Harvard  Beets  (thickened  vinegar 

sauce) 

5.33 

1103 

395 

Buttered  Carrots 

5.75 

1106 

396 

French-Fried  Onions 

6.54 

1109 

397 

Buttered  Turni ps 

5.00 

1202 

398 
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A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  106  MEAN  RATING  :  6.44 

NAME:  Maraschino  Cherries  STD.  deviation  :  1.82 

„  ,  PERCENTILE  RANK  :  46 

class:  Accessory  Foods 

subclass  (es):  Condiments  &  form  no. :  3 

Relishes  —  Sweet  NO.  RATING  :  2555 

■sip,  ■■':-  .  %  NOT  TRIED  :  9.3 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FLOODS  : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  A  T  E  6  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.45 

6.47 

6. 53 

6.35 

6.55 

HI 

6.34 

6.26 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.09 

6.48 

6.42 

6.47 

6.34 

6,6 1 

6  -  3  6 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.30 

6.58 

6,44 

6.46 

6.45 

6.51 

6,75 

■ 

AGE 

6,83 

6.46 

m 

6.54 

6,04 

6.27 

1 

d 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.92 

6.41 

6.58 

6,30 

6.42 

5.98 

6.24 

g 

dh 

GRADE 

7.10 

wm 

6.55 

6.36 

6.23 

6.35 

5.94 

D 

0 

GTAS 

6*26 

6.43 

6.45 

6.55 

6.39 

■■■ 

■ 

education 

--  '•  ' 

6,40 

6.46 

6.45 

6.56 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

m 

6.54 

6.41 

6.29 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.44 

6.47 

lllllllllll 

SSSft 

■MB 

IHil 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.37 

Ml 

m 

— 

mu 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.54 

6.30 

Hill 

;|!|||| 

■i 

H 

I 

separate 

RATIONS 

6.54 

— 

HIM 

: 

H 

im 

B 

NS 

D.  COMMENTS: 


A.  DESCRIPTION  : 

FOOD  NO. :  131 

NAME:  Mixed  Sweet  Pickles 

CLASS:  Accessory  Foods 
SUB  CLASS  (es) :  Condiments  & 

Rel  i she's  —  Sweet 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-simi lari 
Sweet  Pickles  6,55 


MEAN  RATING  1  6.24 

STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.00 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  36 

FORM  NO. :  2 

NO.  RATING  :  2780 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  1  •  1 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.12 

6.28 

6.31 

6.30 

6.13 

6.37 

HU 

KBhhI 

5.98 

■ 

H 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

mm 

6.03 

HI 

Da 

db 

a 

H 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

bb 

6.32 

6.25 

6.21 

6.26 

6.15 

6.04 

6. 1 3 

■ 

AGE 

6.23 

6.12 

ED 

ED 

6.59 

DB 

a 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

BQ 

5.97 

6.09 

Da 

6.31 

ED 

6.47 

:  •:  •  •'  i  i  :  ' 

D 

GRADE 

6.52 

■m 

EBB 

6.09 

5.89 

6.38 

6.55 

6.59 

g 

B 

GT  AS 

6. 10 

6.15 

m 

6.24 

6.30 

6.05 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6.28 

6.24 

6.12 

6c  06 

■ 

FATHER’ S 

EDUCATION 

6.34 

6.27 

6.19 

Da 

6.03 

Hi 

■ 

COMPONENT 

m 

bb 

m 

■MBS 

BB! 

BHHB 

H 

gB 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

m 

DB 

B1 

■EE 

H 

111 

— 

B 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.10 

gg 

BB 

EH 

EH 

— 

g 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 
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A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  132 

MEAN  RATING  : 

6.44 

name:  Raisins 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

1 .96 

class:  Accessory  Foods 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

46 

SUBCLASS  (es):  Condiments  & 

FORM  NO. : 

2 

Relishes  —  Sweet 

NO.  RATING  : 

2787 

%  NOT  TRIED  ; 

0,8 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-identicals  6,17 

Previous-similars' 

Seedless  Raisins  6.27 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  t 


CAT  E  6  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6,47 

BB 

6,50 

6.43 

Mm 

6,39 

6,55 

BB 

B 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.18 

6, 66 

6,18 

' 

6.47 

6.62 

WH 

wwm 

B 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6,44 

6.38 

6.43 

H9 

6.39 

6.54 

6.45 

■ 

AGE 

6.77 

6.58 

6,48 

ra 

5.99 

BB 

BB 

it  it 

d 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

BBI 

6,60 

6.48 

6.21 

_ _ _ 1 

Q3 

5.96 

ra 

on 

D 

GRADE 

6,73 

mm 

6.18 

6.13 

| 

d 

GT  AS 

6, 66 

■ 

6.55 

m 

m 1 

m 

EB 

B 

EDUCATION 

6.59 

eb 

6.75 

m 

it 

K) 

"1 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

m 

El 

m 

mm 

6.55 

B 

COMPONENT 

6. 40 

6.55 

mi 

BB 

B 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6,30 

6,56 

■a 

iBBl 

MW 

HI 

S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.55 

6.26 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.30 

6,52 

— 1 

jjjf^ 

| 

BB 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previous  surveys  Regions  no  effect,  agrees j  Hometowns 
D  0.77,  disagrees?  Educations  no  trend  0.85,  agrees?  L.O.S.s  D 
0. 65,  agrees, 
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A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  101 

NAME!  Pickled  Beets  (cold) 

class:  Accessory  Foods 
subclass  (es):  Condiments  & 
Rel  i  shes 


MEAN  RATING  :  5,53 

STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.40 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  11 

FORM  NO. :  7 

NO.  RATING  :  2520 

%  NOT  TRIED  *.  5.5 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-similar? 

Pickled  Beet  Salad  5.28 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

CATEGORY 

I  2  S  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.78 

5.66 

5.54 

5.55 

5.40 

5.45 

5.55 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.52 

4.80 

5.47 

5.30 

5.79 

5.56 

6.08 

VoV 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.92 

5.53 

5.57 

5.54 

5.45 

5.19 

5.36 

H 

d 

AGE 

m 

5.23 

5.39 

6.34 

6.25 

6.28 

U 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

B9 

5.15 

5.22 

5.90 

6.30 

6.28 

U 

GRADE 

mmm 

■ 

KUI 

5.36 

5.17 

BSI 

5.92 

6.43 

6.07 

U 

G  T  AS 

5.77 

5.73 

5.56 

5.68 

5.47 

5.17 

■ 

EDUCATION 

5.62 

m 

5.20 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5.58 

5.85 

5.52 

5.25 

_ ■ _ 

Ql 

H 

COMPONENT 

mm 

5.30 

1 

UBi 

— 

SB 

|Q 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.97 

5.13 

11 

in 

— 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.23 

m 

■i 

Hi 

Q 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.02 

E89 

■H 

Hi 

d.  comments: 
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A.  DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  MO.  :  104 

NAME!  Grated  Parmesan  Cheese 

CLASS'.  Accessory  Foods 

SUBCLASS  (e»):  Condiments  &  Relishes 


MEAN  RATING  :  5.74 
STD.  DEVIATION  t  2.20 
PERCENTILE  RANK  :  1  6 

FORM  NO.  *.  1 

NO.  RATING  :  2538 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  10.1 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS! 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  .5 


C  A 
3 


T  E 
4 


G  0  R  Y 
5  6 


8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  123 

NAME :  Mushrooms 

class:  Accessory  Foods 
SUBCLASS  (•»):  Condiments  & 
Rel  i  shes 


MEAN  rating:  6. 1 4 

STD.  DEVIATION  :  2,39 

PERCENTILE  RANK  t  32 

FORM  NO. :  6 

NO.  RATING  '.  2393 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  11.1 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

•  CATEGORY 


I  2  3  4  3  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6,58 

6,22 

6.03 

5,99 

6*26 

6,29 

6.38 

5.58 

B 

[Mi 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

ra 

6,12 

6.47 

ra 

5. 66 

6,41 

60 1  6 

Bi 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.14 

5,96 

6.03 

6.31 

6.14 

6,20 

6.29 

hi 

B 

Bl 

AGE 

isa 

5.82 

5.91 

IBB 

6.72 

6,  89 

7.19 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

gg 

5.91 

5.75 

5.82 

6.37 

6.  80 

BB 

§jjjj( 

Q 

u 

GRACE 

BQ| 

mm 

Bn 

BB 

7.31 

ij§§ 

B 

u 

8TA8 

5,53 

5.78 

5.84 

. 

m 

QB 

BQj 

m 

Q 

u 

EDUCATION 

5.77 

BfTB 

Bl 

B 

u 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.10 

6,12 

6,03 

6.17 

6.20 

mm 

B 

Bl 

component 

6.23 

5.90 

■BB 

mi 

m 

— 

B 

— 

marital 

STATUS 

6,43 

5.86 

111 

MMiM 

BBI 

■in 

§§§§§ 

B 

m 

5.89 

6.52 

IHIl 

1 

HBI 

m 

HHI 

** 

m 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.55 

5.87 

Igggf 

BBl 

m 

■ 

WHmm 

B— 

HBI 

B 

A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  134 

NAME:  Olives,  Green,  Unpitted 

class:  Accessory  Foods 
subclass  (es) :  Condiments  & 

Rel i shes 


MEAN  RATING  *.  5,58 

STD.  DEVIATION  I  2.52 
PERCENTILE  RANK  :  13 

FORM  NO.  t  3 
NO.  RATING  t  2741 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  2.8 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS i 

Previous-similar: 

01  i ves  5, 64 
Green  01 i ves  5,83 


Present-si  mi  1 ar : 

Olives  (stuffed  with  pimentos  )6. 02 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 


8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  125 

NAME:  Olives  (stuffed  with  pimento) 

class:  Accessory  Foods 
SUBCLASS  (es) :  Condiments  & 

Relishes 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

P  rev i ous- si mi  1  a  r ; 

01 ives  5.64 
Green  Olives  5.83 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

C  A  T  EGO  R  Y 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  signif.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.1 1 

6.28 

5.93 

6,08 

5.87 

6. 00 

6.09 

oa 

■ 

Hi 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.99 

6.19 

6. 60 

5.96 

5.87 

6, 04 

bb 

■ 

Hi 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.00 

5.98 

6.21 

6. 1 1 

6.30 

5.90 

■ 

AGE 

m 

5.88 

5.79 

5.91 

6.46 

6,70 

6.98 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

m 

5.60 

5.73 

5.93 

6.17 

6.47 

6.75 

— 

u 

GRADE 

5.79 

5.59 

5.57 

WM 

wm 

6, 65 

6.97 

Hi 

GTAS 

m 

5.79 

6.08 

6.05 

6, 06 

m 

■ 

EDUCATION 

5. 82 

6,01 

6. 1 1 

6,33 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5.68 

6.04 

6.04 

6*  1 6 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.17 

5.52 

— 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.38 

5.67 

■Ml 

HI 

Mi 

HI 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.73 

6.47 

Qj 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.45 

5.75 

MB 

■1 

g 

— 

D.  comments: 


Present-simi 1 ar : 

01  ives, Green,  t  ted  5  0  58 


MEAN  RATING  : 

6,02 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

2.59 

PERCENTILE  RANK  #. 

26 

FORM  NO. : 

4 

NO.  RATING  : 

2524 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

7.3 
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A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  126 

NAME:  Glazed  Onions 

class:  Accessory  F oods 
sub  class  (es) :  Condi  men  ts  & 
Rel i shes 


MEAN  RATING  *.  5.37 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.37 
PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  8 

FORM  NO. :  6 

NO.  RATING  :  2423 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  1  0.5 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  t 

C  A  T  E  6  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.  67 

_ 

5.39 

5.36 

5.34 

5.53 

5.28 

5. 29 

5.18 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

kszi 

4.95 

5.30 

5.28 

5.36 

5.26 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.25 

5*50 

5.57 

5.56 

5.31 

5.10 

isa 

5.14 

■ 

AGE 

4.75 

5.15 

5.36 

5.96 

5.63 

a 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.21 

5.24 

Ba 

oa 

5.26 

5. 89 

u 

GRADE 

■VPW 

■ 

Ql 

5.09 

5.18 

5.65 

5.68 

nm 

Q 

a 

GT  AS 

BB 

5.32 

5.32 

5.37 

5.50 

5.42 

■ 

EDUCATION 

5.17 

5.39 

■ 

5.37 

5.50 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

on 

■a 

5.42 

5.27 

5.29 

■ 

COMPONENT 

5.40 

5.30 

— 

Mi 

M— 

■■I 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.68 

5.07 

— 11 

■— 

■ 

■pi 

BU 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

ra 

' 

Bill 

— I 

** 

0 

SEPARATE 

rations 

5.17 

■M 

B 

■i 

B 

s 

d.  comments: 


a.  description: 
food  no.  :  127 

name:  Sliced  Raw  Onions 

class:  Accessory  Foods 
sub  CLASS  (es) :  Condiments  & 
Rel  i shes 


MEAN  RATING  : 

5.97 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

2.32 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

24 

FORM  NO. : 

7 

NO.  RATING  : 

2636 

%  NOT  TRIED  *. 

1 .3 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-identical s  6,05 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

C  A  T  E  6  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  S  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

mmtm 

■■■ 

MEM 

■BiBI 

6,05 

5.97 

5.92 

5.79 

5.84 

EEB 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.18 

ra 

6, 06 

5.79 

6,07 

6.01 

■.6.-19 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6,35 

m 

5.98 

5. 84 

5.86 

5 . 86 

5.58 

D 

AGE 

Ba 

5.79 

5.85 

DI 

6. 35 

•6. 68 

ra 

* 

** 

U 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.71 

5.47 

5.68 

5.96 

|Pl^i 

6,25 

6. 66 

■a 

GRAOE 

5.68 

5,41 

5.67 

5.97 

6.38 

6.59 

6.95 

q 

u 

GT  AS 

6,02 

5.76 

BM 

5.90 

5.78 

Ml 

■ 

EDUCATION 

5.98 

wm*m 

| 

m 

■BH 

5.79 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

m 

wwm 

■■ 

wBMm 

5,90 

' 

_ 

6.09 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.03 

5.77 

mitt 

— 

ill 

■■ill 

■ 

; 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.58 

1 

M 

fgjjjj 

Sllil 

B 

m 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.64 

6.53 

■■ 

— ■ 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.49 

5.65 

m 

— 

Q 

s 

D.  COMMENTS:  previ ous  survey;  Regions  no  effect,  agrees j  Hometown  & 
L.O.S.s  no  effect,  di sagrees j  Ages  U  0,86,  agrees^  Educations  no 
trend  1.05*  disagrees. 
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a.  description: 


FOOD  NO. :  129 

MEAN  RATING  S 

5.74 

NAME!  Sweet  Green  Peppers 

STD*  DEVIATION  : 

2.37 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

1 6 

class:  Accessory  Foods 

SUBCLASS  (•»):  Condiments  &  Rel  i  shes 

FORM  NO*  : 

2 

NO.  RATING  : 

2577 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

8.3 

B.  RATINGS  POR  SIMILAR  POODS  : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  ! 

C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y  £ 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.05 

5.69 

5.69 

5.79 

5.55 

5.90 

n 

5.52 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6. 11 

5. 66 

5.45 

5.49 

5.78 

5.99 

HM 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.85 

5.67 

5.44 

5.83 

5.72 

5.60 

5.83 

— , — , — , | 

5.73 

■ 

AGE 

5.25 

5.40 

5.54 

5.79 

6.19 

6.62 

6.53 

■HI 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.47 

5.26 

m 

ra 

6.05 

6.42 

6.33 

■I 

g 

ux 

GRADE 

5.52 

5.47 

5.52 

6.01 

iza 

6.55 

ux 

QTAS 

5.98 

BO 

5.80 

5.68 

5.81 

St  59 

BUB 

■ 

EDUCATION 

5.64 

5.76 

5.56 

5.66 

■ 

FATHER’S 

education 

5.76 

5.81 

5.80 
_ _ _ 

5.77 

■ 

_ _ _ 

5.71 

M 

COMPONENT 

5.81 

5.48 

1 

HI  ( 

llli 

HH 

■111 

n 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.03 

5.44 

HH 

lilii 

MB 

Mi 

Bi 

Igjjj 

HI 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.47 

1  | 

■■ 

1® 

1HI 

g 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.10 

5.49 

— 

— 

BMUB 

— 

— 

s 

D.  comments: 
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A.  DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  NO.:  130  MEAN  RATING  :  6.22 

NAME :  Kosher  Dill  Pickle  (with  garlic)  STD.  deviation  :  2.26 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  35 

class:  Accessory  Foods 

sub  class  (es) :  Condiments  &  FORM  NO.:  f 

Relishes  NO.  RATINO  :  2 65 1 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  6„2 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-similar; 

Dill  Pickles  6.54 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 


|  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.39 

6, 24 

6.28 

6.06 

6c  32 

6.31 

BUM 

ra 

H 

l  ... 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.12 

6.21 

mm 

6.20 

6.01 

EQ 

6.58 

D 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6. 16 

6.05 

6, 17 

6.22 

6.19 

6.27 

6.58 

BB 

AGE 

6,06' 

5.92 

5.90 

6.39 

6.75 

6.89 

6.81 

n 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.98 

5.82 

6.01 

6c  1 1 

^B| 

6.52 

6.89 

GRADE 

6c  3 1 

5. 67 

5.99 

6.05 

Q2I 

6.95 

6.83 

B 

Bl 

G  T  AS 

6.22 

5.95 

m 

no 

6, 35 

•:= 

H 

EDUCATION 

6.18 

6.42 

6.27 

5.69 

H 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.30 

6. 1 1 

6.24 

6.32 

6.45 

6. 1 1 

H 

COMPONENT 

6. 33 

5.94 

■M 

HH 

[Bill 

H 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6,48 

5.99 

M 

Hi 

HI 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

m 

6.50 

■■1 

■■ 

■Hill 

H 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6,48 

6.06 

■ill 

Illll 

IIIIIB 

S 

D.  COMMENTS: 


147 


A.  DESCRIPTION : 


food  no.  :  1 33 

MEAN  RATING  t 

6.44 

NAME:  Assorted  Cr i sp  Rel i shes 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

U79 

class:  Accessory  Foods 
sub  class  (e») :  C  on  d  i  me  n  t  s  & 

PERCENTILE  RANK 

46 

4 

FORM  NO. : 

Relishes 

NO.  RATING  : 

2529 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

7.5 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS ; 

Present -si  mi  1 ar : 

Rel ish  Tray  6,30 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKQROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  A  TEG  0  R  Y 


I  2  3  4  5  8  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

BO 

6.55 

6.40 

6.41 

6.53 

6.40 

6.38 

B 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6. 28 

BO 

6.69 

. 

... 

6.59 

6.30 

6.53 

B 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

Bl 

6.36 

6.47 

6.56 

6.56 

6.39 

. 

BO 

6.44 

AGE 

OB 

6.24 

6.30 

6.44 

6.87 

6. 66 

7.03 

OH 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.30 

6.17 

m 

6.39 

7.00 

6.88 

U 

GRAPE 

6.28 

6.26 

6.19 

.  ■  ■  . - 

6.32 

6.58 

6.78 

7.10 

DO: 

@TAS 

5.98 

6. 30 

m 

6. 60 

QB| 

amt 

III 

B 

00 

EDUCATION 

6.24 

BE9 

B 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

•  6. 33 

6.48 

BO 

6,32 

B 

COMPONENT 

BO 

6.26 

_ 

■HIM 

i— 

8B 

B 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.28 

— 

11118 

IBB 

ill 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.25 

6.73 

im 

j|gj|g 

— 

OB 

OB 

— 

■ 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.70 

6.25 

■■ 

MjW 

Mil 

l  SSI  £-,'v;£ 

— 

Q 

El 

d.  comments: 


A.  DESCRIPTION  : 


FOOD  NO. :  138 

NAME :  Rel  i sh  T ray 

class:  Accessory  Foods 
subclass  (es);  Condiments  & 
Rel i shes 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Present-similars 

Assorted  frisp  Relishes  6,44 


MEAN  RATING  *.  6,30 

STD.  DEVIATION  :  1 , 82 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  39 

FORM  NO. :  1 

NO.  RATING  :  2675 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  5.3 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


CAT  E  G  0  R  Y 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  S  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6,20 

6,52 

6,29 

isa 

6,37 

6.24 

6.26 

in 

D 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6,15 

5,97 

6, 69 

6,62 

6.27 

6,33 

6.19 

| 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6,33 

6, 35 

6,42 

ED 

6,23 

60 1  6 

isa 

AGE 

6,01 

■M 

6,27 

6,42 

6.65 

6  *  85 

oa 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

sa 

oa 

ED 

6,28 

6,36 

6.57 

6.81 

m 

Bi 

GRAOE 

' 

E33 

5,82 

ED 

6,24 

ED 

6.75 

6.95 

■■■ 

B 

B 

GTAS 

5,82 

6,00 

6,13 

6,34 

6,49 

6. 34 

B 

u 

EDUCATION 

6,35 

6.57 

oa 

oa 

D 

U 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

Ea 

6*26 

6,32 

6,42 

BB 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6,36 

BKl 

■ill 

HI 

'  ..  .. 

■ 

Bi 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6,52 

6,10 

mm 

BUB! 

— 

Bi 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6,11 

6,59 

j 

j|g§§ 

lit! 

Q 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

on 

Wm 

5B1B 

— 

g— 

B 

B 

d.  comments: 


149 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  1  24, 

MEAN  RATING 

6,05 

name:  Mustard 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

1,89 

CLASS:  Accessory  Foods 

subclass  (es) :  Hot  Condiments  &  Sauces 

PERCENTILE  RANK 

28 

FORM  NO.  *. 

7 

,  l  ?\  $ 

NO.  RATING  : 

2645 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

0,9 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-identical:  6,34 

Previous-similar: 

Mustard  Sauce  5,11 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

C  A  T  E  6  0  R  Y 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

EH 

mm 

6.04 

5.96 

6.08 

5.97 

wm 

B 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.89 

6,07 

6.08 

BH1 

6,09 

BtU 

b 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.98 

6,05 

6.21 

6.18 

m 

■i 

■HBI 

■ 

AGE 

5.99 

5.92 

n 

6,53 

6.38 

■ 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

m 

6,09 

1— 

X 

:  . 

GRADE 

a 

5.92 

5.85 

6,00 

BB 

mm 

6,53 

|Q| 

ux 

GT  AS 

5.72 

5.87 

■PH 

■BKI 

6.08 

on 

m 

EDUCATION 

5.89 

6,10 

6.11 

6, 18 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5.98 

5.99 

on 

■ 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.09 

lii _ 1 

, 

IlllHillll 

1  iiPiSI 

i§ij§f§j 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6,18 

; 

fill 

■ 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.92 

6,26 

im 

Q 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

mi 

5.92 

— 

1— 

Q 

s 

D.  COMMENTS;  Previ ous  survey:  Background  effects  not  analyzed. 


150 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO.:  136 

MEAN  RATING  t 

6. 30 

NAME:  Worcestershire  Sauce 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

1 . 99 

class:  Accessory  Foods 

sub  class  (es) :  Hot  Condiments  &  Sauces 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

39 

5 

FORM  NO. : 

NO.  RATING  *. 

2422 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

10.7 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  t 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  t 


CATEGORY 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

area 

6.28 

6.43 

6.28 

6.22 

6.37 

6.38 

6.28 

6.08 

■ 

bh 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.64 

6.08 

6.58 

6.23 

6.67 

6.07 

Bl 

Bi 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6. 29 

6.16 

6,27 

6.47 

6.57 

6.29 

6.03 

BB 

■ 

Bl 

AGE 

6.03 

6,  06 

m 

6.35 

6.75 

6.48 

6.76 

B 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.22 

6. 08 

6.01 

6.17 

6.50 

6.73 

6.69 

B 

ux 

GRADE 

6.32 

6.12 

1  1 

6.05 

6. 06 

6. 52 

6.75 

6. 66 

VcVc 

UX 

GT  AS 

m 

6.13 

6.14 

6.41 

6.34 

6.31 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6. 1 7 

6, 34 

6.31 

6.46 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.17 

6.39 

6.39 

6.28 

6.15 

_ 

_ , _ 

6. 1 1 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.34 

bb 

111 

Ml 

IH 

m 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.50 

6.09 

■Ml 

m 

mi 

• 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.10 

6.58 

mm 

g 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.55 

6. 1 1 

— 

■HI 

I— 

— 

B 

S 

D.  COMMENTS: 

'■  ■  X 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


food  no.  :  1.35 

NAME:  Hot  Sauce 

class:  Accessory  Fodds 

SUB  CLASS  (es) :  Hot  Condiments  &  Sauces 


MEAN  RATING  i  6„  05 

STD.  DEVIATION  :  2 . 1  7 

PERCENTILE  RANK  V  28 

FORM  NO. :  4 

NO.  RATING  '.  2666 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  2.7 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

C  A  T  E  6  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.89 

BH 

6.19 

6.00 

BIBS 

6.00 

HU 

Bum 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

usi 

6. 32 

6.  02 

5.69 

6.22 

B 

B 

m 

.  .  . 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

- 

MBH 

KfVtui 

Hil 

6.29 

m 

isa 

6.22 

6.12 

5.78 

B 

■ 

n 

5.97 

wm 

5.85 

5.85 

6.35 

6.50 

B 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

mm 

psst 

6.42 

mm 

’  -  ■  ■'  !" 

g 

X 

GRADE 

6.27 

5.99 

5.77 

5.98 

6,09 

6.47 

6.33 

Qj 

B 

GTAS 

6, 08 

6.48 

m 

6.03 

5.95 

5.92 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6.08 

6.16 

6.03 

ffe  99 

5.88 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

mm 

mm 

QQ 

5.88 

EH 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.14 

5.75 

HI 

M 

■III 

Q 

R  A 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.26 

5.85 

■1 

■m 

in 

MSBi 

m 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.88 

mi 

■1 

Q 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.28 

5.90 

■i 

— 

S 

d.  comments: 


152 


A.  description: 
food  no.  :  137 

NAME :  Dessert  Toppi ng (wh i pped 

class:  Accessory  Foods 
SUBCLASS  (es) :  Sauces,  Gravies  & 
Toppi ngs 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


Present-simi 1 ar ; 

Whipped  Cream  7.24 


MEAN  BATINS 
STD.  DEVIATION 
PERCENTILE  RANK 

FORM  NO. 
NO.  RATING 
%  NOT  TRIED 


7.00 

1.72 

71 


REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 


HOMETOWN 

TYPE 


LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 


FATHER’ S 
EDUCATION 


COMPONENT 


MARITAL 

STATUS 


LIVE  IN 
BARRACKS 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  A  T  E  G  O  R  Y 


7.01 


7.01 


6.99 


7.42 


7.64 


7.73 


8 


6.95 


6.89 


7.10 


7. 

09 

7. 

08 

7. 

13 

7. 

16 

7. 

06 

7. 

13 

7. 

16 

7. 

■ 

7. 

07 

7.00 


7.08 


6< 

,98 

1 

00 

6. 

,98 

6< 

,76 

6, 

76 

6« 

,84 

6. 

,95 

6. 

89 

8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


6. 97 


9 


7.1 1 


6.85 


7.1 3 


SEPARATE 

RATIONS 


82 


A.  DESCRIPTION  : 

FOOD  NO. :  108 

name:  Gib-let  Gravy 

class:  Accessory  Foods 
subclass  (es) :  Sauces,  Iravies  & 
Toppings 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

CAT  E  G  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SI6NIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

ESI 

6.73 

6. 83 

6.82 

6.82 

6.96 

6.  82 

6.94 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

El 

6.75 

6,97 

6.71 

7.04 

6,72 

6.74 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7,03 

6.83 

6.90 

6.89 

6.59 

m 

El 

6.58 

■ 

AGE 

m 

6.65 

6.63 

be 

7.33 

7.09 

g 

BE 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.79 

isa 

6.49 

BE 

7.06 

7,25 

7,33 

g 

UX 

GRADE 

- 

n 

6,69 

m 

6.78 

7.06 

7.22 

HE 

■■ 

ux 

GT  AS 

6*  80 

6.76 

m 

6.87 

m 

6.57 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6.69 

6.93 

6.79 

B3 

B 

d 

FATHER' S 

EDUCATION 

6.78 

7.07 

6.80 

6,88 

* 

6,77 

■ 

6,90 

6, 60 

, 

ms 

i— 

g 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7,09 

6.58 

m 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.58 

7.20 

wm 

■■ 

g 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7,07 

6,59 

EBI 

g 

$ 

D.  comments: 


MEAN  RATING 
STD.  DEVIATION 
PERCENTILE  RANK 

FORM  NO. 
NO.  RATING 
%  NOT  TRIED 


6,  84 
1 . 84 
64 

6 

2591 

4.2 


A.  DESCRIPTION : 

food  no.  :  1 39 

NAME:  Maple  Syrup 

class:  Accessory  Foods 
SUBCLASS  (ea) :  Sauces,  Gravies  & 
Toppi ngs 


mean  rating:  -6.74 

STD;  DEVIATION  :  1  „  67 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  $8 

FORM  NO. 6/7 
NO.  RATING  :  5383 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  0.9 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  *. 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  ». 

C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.77 

6.70 

6.80 

6.64 

6.76 

ISB 

ESI 

6.67 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.  69 

6.59 

6.78 

mi 

6.77 

6.67 

7.07 

■ 

t . 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.80 

6.80 

6.79 

6.74 

6.64 

6. 66 

asa 

■ 

d 

AGE 

6.85 

6. 60 

6.74 

6.61 

6.73 

6.77 

7.02 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.74 

6,56 

6.48 

6. 62 

6.77 

— 

GRADE 

7.72 

6.89 

6. 55 

in 

6.88 

6.94 

m 

B 

GTAS 

m 

6. 66 

m 

6.70 

6. 84 

6.98 

II !  1 11 |§  11 

IB 

— 

EDUCATION 

6. 64 

6.73 

6.78 

6.89 

■ 

FATHER’  S 

EDUCATION 

6.74 

6.84 

6.69 

6.77 

■29 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.75 

6.69 

m 

IBBl 

— 

Hi 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

B9 

6, 66 

. 

. 

■ 

m 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6. 63 

6.90 

■H 

B 

gg 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6,87 

6.66 

M 

— 

■i 

g 

— 

D.  COMMENTS: 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


food  no.  :  103 

MEAN  RATING  : 

4.60 

NAME :  Sour  Cream 

STD*  DEVIATION  : 

2.54 

class:  Accessory  Foods 

PERCENTILE  RANK  t 

1 

sub  class  (es) :  sauces,  Gravies  & 

FORM  NO. : 

5 

Toppi ngs 

NO.  RATING  : 

%  NOT  TRIED  I 

2372 

12.6 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


C,  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  t 

C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

4,30 

4.70 

4.43 

4.54 

4.59 

4. 84 

4.87 

4.88 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

4.81 

4,85 

4.46 

4.57 

4,66 

4,53 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

4.48 

4.48 

4,52 

4.53 

4.64 

4,77 

■ 

4,21 

■ 

AGE 

4.18 

4,32 

4.82 

4. 67 

4,87 

. 

4.91 

4.96 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

4.70 

EEI 

4.56 

4,24 

4.82 

4,61 

HI 

-k 

X 

GRADE 

4.78 

Hi 

4.53 

4.38 

4. 66 

4,71 

5.07 

m 

GT  AS 

4,73 

H9 

4.57 

4.42 

4.58 

5.07 

m 

EDUCATION 

QE 

4.49 

4.97 

ESI 

H 

U 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

4,59 

EEI 

EBB 

5.08 

EBM 

■ 

COMPONENT 

4,54 

4.79 

imiBM 

111 

— 

§j® 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

4.79 

4.41 

SMI 

mi 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

EQ 

4, 80 

mmmmm 

III 

m 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

4.80 

4,49 

BM 

■1 

■9 

■H 

■■ 

■ 

s 

D.  comments: 


a.  description: 


FOOD  NO. :  107 

MEAN  RATING  : 

7.24 

NAME!  Whipped  Cream 

3T0.  DEVIATION  : 

1.55 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

81 

class:  Accessory  Foods 

SUB  class  (es) :  Sauces,  Gravies  & 

FORM  NO. : 

7 

Toppi ngs 

NO.  RATING  : 

2652 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

0.5 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Present-similar; 

Desert  Topping  (Whipped  Type)  7.00 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 


12  3  4  S  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.07 

7.30 

7.28 

7.11 

7.36 

7.22 

7.30 

B9 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.20 

7.35 

7.10 

7.20 

7.55 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.11 

7.22 

7.26 

7.26 

7.29 

om 

■ 

AGE 

|jjjB 

7.30 

7.35 

7.08 

7.02 

6.95 

6.88 

Q 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.72 

7.35 

7.27 

7.21 

0N 

a 

oo 

■ 

6.85 

Hi 

□ 

D 

GRADE 

7.82 

7.43 

7.32 

7.09 

6.97 

6.92 

7.04 

B 

m 

GT  AS 

7,08 

7.20 

00 

7.16 

7.35 

7.20 

■ 

EDUCATION 

7.23 

7.26 

7.12 

7.16 

•  - 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

m 

7.18 

7.36 

7.27 

■ 

7.19 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.18 

7.40 

ilillll 

H 

Hi 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.17 

7.29 

mwI 

HI 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.30 

7.13 

BH 

HI 

H 

i 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.17 

7.26 

HIBB 

■1 

■1 

liSjiSS 

mm 

■ 

d.  comments: 


157 


A.  DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  NO. :  1  1  1 

NAME:  cherry  Jam 

CLASS:  Accessory  Foods 

SUBCLASS  (•»):  Spreads 

Fruit -Type 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


mean  rating  :  6.83 

STD.  DEVIATION  :  1 . 53 
PERCENTILE  RANK  63 

FORM  NO. :  2 

NO.  RATING  '.  2703 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  3.9 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

C  A  T  E  6  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

MM 

gg 

6.87 

6.83 

6.82 

6.94 

6.65 

6.87 

I 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.57 

6.86 

7.02 

6.90 

6.86 

6.91 

6.59 

■ 

'■  :  , 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.86 

BB 

6.75 

6.68 

6.82 

6.  87 

6.93 

7.02 

■ 

AGE 

7.20 

6.  83 

6,  85 

6.67 

6.52 

6.77 

mm 

dh 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.42 

6.95 

6.81 

6.65 

6.63 

6.70 

6.56 

■11 

on 

D 

GRADE 

7.53 

7.11 

6.76 

6.68 

a m 

6.69 

n 

g 

D 

©TAG 

mm 

6.80 

6.98 

6.70 

6.85 

6.70 

BUB 

■■■ 

■ 

EDUCATION 

7.01 

6.79 

6.76 

6.72 

■ 

gi 

FATHER’  $ 

education 

6.75 

6.81 

6.73 

6.93 

BB 

■ 

COMPONENT 

mm 

6.90 

if 

MB 

■■I 

ill® 

■H 

HU 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.71 

6.93 

■ _ 1 _ ! 

•>Wc 

S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.90 

6.72 

111 

gg 

— 

.*  ... 

— ■ 

■HR 

g 

I 

separate 

RATIONS 

6.90 

— 

— 

1 

i8BB 

Ife? 

B 

m 

D.  COMMENTS: 


158 


A.  DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  NO. :  1  1  2 

NAME :  Peach  Jam 

CLASS:  Accessory  Foods 

SUB  CLASS  (e») :  Spreads 

F  r u i t - T  ype 


mean  rating:  6, 55 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.68 

percentile  rank  :  53 

FORM  NO. :  3 

NO.  RATING  :  2737 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  2 . 8 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  i 


6.2 


6.81 


6.76 


6.71 


7. 


GRADE  7  #  20 


REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 


HOMETOWN 

TYPE 


LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 


OTAS  6e  5^ 


EDUCATION 


FATHER’  S 
EDUCATION 


6.65 


COMPONENT  54 


MARITAL 

STATUS 


LIVE  IN 
BARRACKS 


6c  58 


6. 


D.  COMMENTS 


SEPARATE 

RATIONS 


2 


6.58 


6.66 


6.56 


.48 


6.59 


CATEGORY 

3  4  5  6  7 


6.67  6.57  6.63  6.43  6.45 


6.59  6.56  6.71  6.3: 


6.43  6.49  6.51  6.53  6.47 


6.58  6.66  6.29  6.34  6.68 


6.47  6.21  6.57 


8  6.54 


6. 

69 

6. 

61 

6. 

47 

6. 

5° 

6. 

59 

8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


6.39 


.55  6.55 


A.  description: 

FOOD  NO.*.  113  MEAN  RATING  :  6.28 

name:  Pineapple  Jam  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.91 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  38 

class:  Accessory  Foods 

sub  class  (es) :  Spreads  form  no.  :  ,4 

Fruit -Type  NO.  RATING  :  2586 

%  NOT  TRIED  *.  5.7 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS: 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  3  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.31 

6.36 

6  .  2% 

jS.  #3- 

6^22 

5.85 

6.38 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

m 

6.22 

Ipiypi 

6.37 

fSEM 

m 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.55 

6.39 

BB 

HI 

6.  35 

m 

AGE 

6. 69 

6.26 

6.19 

BB 

Bfl 

BB 

m 

dh 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.12 

mm 

6. 28 

■  ■ 

BH 

6.34 

6.16 

■ 

GRADE 

Bl 

• — • — 1 — 

6.49 

6.32 

JUJJj 

6.  §2 

BB 

6.  18 

n 

GTAS 

6.47 

6.44 

6.3  8 

ra 

isa 

Bl 

■ 

EDUCATION 

m 

6.27.- 

6. 24 

6.22 

. 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.37 

6.53 

6.46 

6.09 

BB 

if 

d 

COMPONENT 

6.29 

6. 29 

’ 

mi 

Ml 

Sill 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

m 

SB 

— 

■B 

111 

M 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

m 

mu 

■1 

■■ 

— 

B 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.22 

6.35 

isiiiim 

BB 

■ 

'  3  ' 

D.  comments: 


a.  description: 


FOOD  NO. :  114 

MEAN  RATINO  : 

7.00 

NAME:  Raspberry  Jam 

STD.  DEVIATION  ; 

1.57 

CLASS:  Accessory  Foods 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

71 

SUBCLASS  (gs):  Spreads 

FORM  NO. : 

5 

Fruit-Type 

NO.  RATINQ  : 

2691 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

0.8 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  with  background  characteristics  : 

CAT  E  0  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  S  B  7 


7.04  6.98  6.96 


6.86  7.01 


7.08  7.02  6.9 


6.98  7.15  6.92 


7.22  6.99  6.97 


REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 


HOMETOWN 

TYPE 


LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 


GRADE 


GTAS 


EDUCATION 


6.98 


6.76 


7.09 


7.29 


7. 


7.72 


7.04  7.03  7.09 


7.31  6.77  7.0 


.85  6.96  6.9 


.74 


8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


.97 

7.02 

E 

.9 

FATHER’  3 
EDUCATION 


COMPONENT 


MARITAL 

STATUS 


.9 


6.93 


6.91 


7.06 


6.92 


A.  DESCRIPTION  *. 

MEAN  RATING  *.  7.01 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.52 
PERCENTILE  RANK*.  71 

FORM  NO.  *.  6 

NO.  RATING  :  2697 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  °«  ^ 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


FOOD  NO. :  115 

NAME :  Strawberry  Jam 

class:  Accessory  Foods 

SUB  class  (e$) :  Spread  s 

Fruit- Type 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


CATE 


0  R  Y 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  trend 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  110 

NAME  Jam 

CLASS:  Accessory  Foods 

subclass  (•»):  Spreads 

Frui t-Type 


mean  rating:  6  81 

STD.  DEVIATION  *.  1.47 
PERCENTILE  RANK  :  62 

FORM  NO. :  1 

NO.  RATING  *.  2821 
%  NOT  TRIED  ;  0,2 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-Identical;  7.05 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 


CATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  S  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.77 

6.89 

6.99 

EEI 

6.82 

6.75 

6.70 

6. 69 

■ 

m 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6,61 

6.98 

6.78 

6.99 

mm 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.91 

wm 

6.70 

6.78 

6.81 

6.78 

■ 

AGE 

7.01 

6.85 

6.82 

pm 

6.57 

6.70 

mm 

■ 1 

Q 

■a 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.31 

6.85 

m 

6.74 

6.47 

6.69 

6.68 

HI 

D 

■a 

GRADE 

6.95 

m 

wmm 

HttiH 

6.75 

6.70 

6.77 

HI 

3 

— 

GTAS 

6.70 

6.  80 

6.83 

6.83 

Q9 

mm 

— 

EDUCATION 

6.86 

6.76 

m 

6.84 

7.1 1 

FATHER’ S 
EDUCATION 

Hi 

6.88 

6. 78 

6.79 

ESI 

7.09 

H 

COMPONENT 

6.81 

6.81 

III 

■1 

■Wi 

: 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

m 

lillil 

MB 

lllitlllS 

11 

■I 

1 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.79 

323 1 

■■ 

IBiBB 

III 

ill 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

wm 

6.81 

illllfff 

— 

MB— 

— — 

D.  COMMENTS!  Previous  survey:  Region:  no  effect,  disagrees?  Hometown 
&  Education:  no  effect,  agrees;  Age:  no  effect,  di sagrees?  l.O.S,: 
D  O.  80,  agrees. 

1 63 


a.  description: 


FOOD  NO. :  117 

MEAN  RATING  : 

6„  63 

NAME!  Apple  Jelly 

STD.  DEVIATION  ! 

1.62 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

56 

CLASS:  Accessory  Foods 

SUBCLASS  (•»):  Spreads 

FORM  NO.  : 

1 

Fru  i t-Type 

NO.  RATING  : 

2786 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

1.4 

8.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  t 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  t 


C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 
3  4  5  6 


8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


a.  description: 

FOOD  NO.  :  1.18 

name:  Blackberry  Jelly 

CLASS:  Accessory  Foods 

SUBCLASS  (e$): Spreads 

F  r ui t-Type 


MEAN  RATING  *-  6.  96 
STD,  DEVIATION  *.  1,53 
PERCENTILE  RANK  :  69 

FORM  NO.  *.  2 

NO.  RATING  :  27  82 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  1.1 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


2 


C  A  T  E 
3  4 


GORY 

S  6 


SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 


6.91 


6.95 


6.99 


6.96 


7.04 


7.01 


6.84 


6.  80 


REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 


6.92 


6.91 


6.91 


6.97 


7.10 


7.01 


6,77 


HOMETOWN 

TYPE 


7.03 


7.13 


6.92 


6.  80 


6.99 


6.88 


6.83 


7.03 


AGE 


7.27 


7.01 


6.97 


6.86 


6.63 


6.89 


6.65 


it  it 


LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 


7.48 


7.01 


6. 96 


6.88 


6.71 


6.71 


6.71 


GRADE 


7.61 


7.14 


6.94 


6.82 


6,70 


6.72 


6.90 


it  it 


dh 


GT  AS 


6.91 


6.97 


6.84 


6.88 


7.04 


6.92 


EDUCATION 


7.03 


6.94 


7.00 


6.77 


FATHER' S 
EDUCATION 


6.98 


6,  89 


6.91 


7.02 


7.08 


6,91 


COMPONENT 


6.92 


7.05 


MARITAL 

STATUS 


6.  87 


7.03 


LIVE  IN 
BARRACKS 


7.01 


6.86 


6.84 


NS 


SEPARATE 

RATIONS 


7.02 


A.  DESCRIPTION; 

FOOD  NO. ;  119 

NAME!  Currant  Jelly 

Class:  Accessory  Foods 

SUB  CLASS  (es) :  Spreads 

Frui t-Type 


MEAN  RATING 
STD.  DEVIATION 
PERCENTILE  RANK 

FORM  NO. 
NO.  RATING 
%  NOT  TRIED 


6,15 

1,78 

32 


2537 

9,9 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 


CATEGORY 


4 


5  6 


8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


a.  description: 


FOOD  NO. :  1  20 

MEAN  RATING  : 

7 , 1 0 

NAME:  Grape  Jelly 

STD.  DEVIATION  *. 

1 .44 

CLASS:  Accessory  Foods 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

75 

sub  class  (••) :  Spreads 

FORM  NO.  : 

4 

Fruit -Type 

NO.  RATING  : 

2734 

RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS J 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

0.5 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  A  T  E  G  O  R  Y 


I  2  3  4  3  6  7  8  SlGNIF.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.13 

7.05 

7.19 

7.02 

7.27 

6.97 

6.95 

7.12 

■ 

1  . 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.27 

7.11 

7.09 

7.07 

7.16 

7.04 

7.00 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.18 

CM 

O 

* 

6.94 

6.98 

7.16 

7.30 

7.11 

7.07 

■ 

AGE 

7.49 

7.14 

7.16 

7.03 

6.85 

6.73 

6.67 

— 

D 

0 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.71 

7.28 

7.10 

7.01 

6.80 

6483 

6.80 

1—1 

D 

GRADE 

7.74 

7.44 

7.10 

6. 93 

6.92 

6.88 

6.72 

— . . . . 

/Wc 

D 

GT  AS 

7.05 

7.21 

7.20 

7.07 

7.06 

7.06 

EDUCATION 

7.11 

7.24 

7.07 

7.00 

7.01 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.02 

7.  18 

7.22 

7.15 

6.96 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.06 

7.24 

fffil 

lili 

111 

■SSI 

■ 

US 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.02 

7.18 

HI 

yi.'y ! 

nim 

1 

iggp 

■ 

S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.17 

6.99 

HIM 

H 

Bill 

UM 

, _ 

H 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.96 

7.19 

HI: 

IBB! 

■i 

|  * 

ES 

■B 

d.  comments: 


167 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


MEAN  RATING  *.  7/33 
STD.  DEVIATION  1  1  .40 
PERCENTILE  RANK  t  84 

form  NO.:  5 

NO.  RATING  :  2689 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  .1*1 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

CAT  E  6  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  9  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.27 

7.39 

7.31 

7.29 

7.35 

7.24 

7.47 

291 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.52 

7.52 

7.33 

7.31 

7.18 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7 . 39 

7.31 

7.22 

7.27 

7.31 

7.41 

■ 

1 

AGE 

7.50 

7.29 

7.43 

7.30 

7.12 

7.26 

7.21 

\  •  7,  . 

D 

d 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.74 

7.46 

7.35 

7.14 

7.03 

7.15 

BB 

— 

M 

d 

GRADE 

7.92 

7.43 

7.28 

7.30 

7.08 

7.28 

7.38 

mi 

d 

GT  AS 

7.48 

7.33 

7.29 

■  . 

7.44 

7.25 

7.36 

■ 

EDUCATION 

7.27 

7.25 

7.37 

:  ; 

■ 

FATHER’  S 

EDUCATION 

7.32 

7.39 

7.38 

7.31 

7  *  03 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.29 

7.50 

: 

il 

gjlfj 

■l 

■SIS 

9 

19 

marital 

STATUS 

7.31 

7.35 

1 

■111 

— 

1SIB 

m 

9 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.33 

7.34 

■II 

9H 

9 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.33 

7.33 

— 

9 

D.  COMMENTS: 


FOOD  NO.  *.  121 

NAME  :  Strawberry  Jel  1  y 

class:  Accessory 
sub  class  (•*) :  Spreads 

F  rui t-Type 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


a.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  116  MEAN  RATING  *.  6, 83 

NAME:  jQl  ly  STD.  DEVIATION  t,  1.45 

n  — =  1  PERCENTILE  RANK  I  63 

CLASS:  Accessory  Foods 

SUBCLASS  (es):  Spreads 

Frui t-Type 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-identical:  7.03 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

CATEGORY 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.57 

6.91 

6.97 

6.73 

6.89 

6.76 

6.  80 

6.73 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.71 

6.75 

6.  87 

7.04 

6.78 

6.64 

1 

hometown 

TYPE 

6.79 

6.74 

m 

6.82 

6.76 

6.95 

6.93 

7.05 

■ 

AGE 

7,03 

6,88 

6. 95 

6.73 

6.48 

6.40 

6.73 

yy 

m 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.30 

7.06 

6.80 

6.77 

6.52 

6.53 

WEk 

W 

D 

GRADE 

7.39 

00 

O 

r--. 

6.77 

6.79 

6.72 

6.45 

G0  60 

D 

D 

GTAS 

m 

6.93 

6.98 

6.81 

6.68 

mi 

pill 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6.83 

6.78 

6.88 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.84 

6.83 

6.89 

6.86 

wmm 

mmmtm 

■ 

component 

6.78 

6.97 

— 

■■M 

mg 

— 

■ 

m 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.79 

6.86 

MB 

W$k 

111 

in 

— 

■ 

..  .. 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.86 

6.76 

■1 

IP - : — m 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.89 

— 

■111 

— 

m i 

■ 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previous  surveys  Region,.  Hometown,  &  Educations  •  .no.  effect, 
■  agrees j  "Ages  D . 0.54,  agreesj  L.O.S. s  .  D  0.82,  agrees. 

169 


FORM  NO. :  7 

NO.  RATING  :  2662 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  0.1 


a.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  128 

NAME:  Orange  Marmalade 

class:  Accessory  Foods 

SUBCLASS  (es):  Spreads 

Fruit -Type 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-identical:  6.03 


MEAN  RATING  :  6.  21 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  1 . 88 
PERCENTILE  RANK  :  35 

FORM  NO.  :  2 

NO.  RATING  '.  2516 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  10  5 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

CAT  E  6  0  R  Y 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

ESSj 

5-89 

Mm 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

H 

6.39 

5.98 

IpRfl 

wmm 

n 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.38 

5.98 

6.41 

6.37 

omn 

■ 

AGE 

MM 

6.29 

6.  00 

5.95 

5.89 

5.45 

ion 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.81 

; . 

6.32 

6. 32 

6.18 

|||||| 

6.07 

5.63 

; 

■ 

D  . 

GRADE 

6.87 

6.  24 

6.21 

i 

6.00 

[ 

5.  80 

mm 

m 

■a 

GTAS 

6.44 

6.43 

6  .  27 

DB 

m 

■ 

EDUCATION 

m 

6. 10 

. 

6.16 

6.34 

•• 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

Qjgj 

6.18 

m 

! 

MM 

mm 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.17 

m 

I^S 

XlllMIt 

— 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.38 

. ' .  ' 

_  • . j 

r  ■  •  ' 

** 

S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

m 

5.99 

fjjfl 

■■ 

m 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

n 

6.35 

mi 

11 

mm 

NS 

D.  COMMENTS!  Previ  ous  surveys  Region,  Age,  &  Educations  no  effect, 
agrees;  Ages  D  1.93,  agrees;  L.O.S.s  no  trend  1.37*  partially  agree 


A.  DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  NO. :  102 

NAME:  Butter 

CLASS:  Accessory  Foods 

SUB  CLASS  (es) :  Spreads 

Other  Than  Fruit-Type 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


mean  rating:  7.47 

STD.  DEVIATION  :  1 .43 
PERCENTILE  RANK  :  89 

FORM  NO.:  6 

NO.  RATING  -.  2705 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  °*° 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  I 

CATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.49 

7.49 

7.48 

7.49 

7.51 

7.38 

7.43 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.25 

7.38 

7.51 

7.63 

7.46 

BBS 

7.52 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.41 

7.47 

7.56 

7.53 

7.45 

7.44 

7.54 

7.28 

AGE 

7.46 

7.40 

7.54 

7.44 

7.41 

7.48 

7.56 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.62 

7.48 

7.45 

7.36 

7.55 

7.33 

7.52 

GRADE 

m 

7.50 

7.47 

1 

7.47 

7.50 

7.68 

!||!18|!!!ll 

GTA8 

7.10 

■ 

7.38 

7.45 

7 . 49 

7.56 

7.53 

B 

u 

EDUCATION 

7.47 

7.60 

7 .55 

FATHER’  S 

education 

za 

7.51 

7.45 

7.58 

_ i 

7.17 

_ _ _ 

7.40 

COMPONENT 

7.45 

7.54 

■111 

■III 

jljjj 

— 1 

M 

■111 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.53 

7.41 

— 

■ill 

Bill 

lit 

■■ 

— 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.41 

7.56 

is 

IHI 

MM 

B 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

am 

7.39 

■ 

. 

m 

pppi 

— 

D.  comments: 


171 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO.:  105 

MEAN  RATING  : 

5  o  53 

NAME :  Cream  Cheese 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

2.34 

class:  Accessory  Foods 

subclass  Us):  Spreads 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

1 1 

FORM  NO. : 

4 

Other  Than  Fruit-Type 

NO.  RATING  : 

2629 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

4.2 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

CAT  E  6  0  R  Y  # 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.79 

■ 

5.57 

5.48 

B 

5.64 

5.72 

1 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

b 

Bl 

5.85 

5.52 

5.45 

B 

m 

■ 

hometown 

TYPE 

b 

b 

5.27 

B 

5.55 

5.68 

5. 68 

5.34 

AGE 

5.08 

5.55 

5.44 

5.45 

5.82 

5.88 

■  . 

6.19 

D 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

on 

5.21 

5.41 

5.50 

5,86 

BB 

B 

GRAOE 

b 

B 

b 

5.90 

6,30 

UX 

GT  AS 

5.71 

5.28 

B 

B 

B 

5.55 

■ 

EDUCATION 

5.43 

5.48 

5.86 

5.79 

■ 

FATHER’ S 

EDUCATION 

5.59 

5.49 

5.38 

5.52 

COMPONENT 

5.59 

5.32 

.. 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

B 

111181 

H 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

mm 

5.80 

— 

■1 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

warn 

IBM 

UK 

BgBB 

B 

D.  COMMENTS 


A.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  109 

MEAN  RATING  : 

6.49 

NAME:  Honey 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

1 . 90 

PERCENTILE  RANK  l 

50 

CLASS:  Accessory  Foods 

SUB  class  (es) :  Spreads 

FORM  NO. : 

3 

Other  Than  Fruit-Type 

NO.  RATING  : 

2751 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

2.2 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 


LIVE  IN 
BARRACKS 


SEPARATE 

RATIONS 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  122 

MEAN  RATING  : 

6.  1  6 

NAME!  Margarine  (oleomargarine) 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

2.04 

class:  Accessory  Foods 

PERCENTILE  RANK  l 

33 

sub  class  (es) :  Spreads 

FORM  NO.: 

5 

Other  Than  Frui t-Type 

NO.  RATING  : 

2656 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

2.2 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

CAT  E  6  0  R  Y  # 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.77 

6.25 

6.24 

6.16 

6.17 

6.21 

6.01 

6*11. 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

m 

5.89 

6.30 

ran 

6.75 

wm 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

m 

6.26 

mi 

mmm 

6.21 

6.26 

6.05 

B 

B 

d 

AGE 

6,31 . 

6.07 

5.98 

6.28 

ESI 

ebi 

B 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

m 

6.08 

m 

m 

6.64 

6.12 

6.28 

B 

— 

GRADE 

6.42 

6. 1 8 

5.95 

6.08 

wm 

6.18 

B 

GTAS 

•  6.35 

BB 

6.25 

6.38 

5.99 

5.65 

yy 

D 

EDUCATION 

m 

6,23 

6.07 

5.75 

B 

D 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.28 

6.23 

6.34 

bb 

5.75 

B9 

B 

5.99 

•  .  ■ 

B 

marital 

STATUS 

6.34 

5.99 

■illllll 
. ; 

• 

m 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6. 01 

6.40 

— 

BSMMB 

(dd 

B 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

no 

bb 

— ■ 

MSBl 

s 

D.  comments: 


174 


a.  description: 

FOOD  no.:  202  MEAN  RATINO  :  6.04 

NAME:  Cherry  Drink  (  non-carbonated)  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1 . 87 

PERCENTILE  RANK  !  27 

CLASS:  Beverage 

SUBCLASS  (•»):  Frui  ts  or  Fruit  Flavored  FORM  NO.:  3 

NO.  RATINO  :  2514 

%  NOT  TRIED  I  10.  3 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS*. 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  A  T  E  6  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  B  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.07 

6.01 

6.18 

5.97 

6.17 

6.05 

5.56 

5.99 

■ 

ggi 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.80 

DEI 

6.04 

6.03 

6.10 

6.04 

B8 

ggi 

hometown 

TYPE 

5.96 

6.23 

5.81 

5.91 

6.10 

6. 1 1 

6.36 

6.04 

■ 

H 

AGE 

m 

6.25 

6.02 

Bfl 

5.56 

5.48 

5.63 

Q 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.64 

6. 37 

m 

5.98 

6.  04 

5.70 

EB 

El 

D 

GRAOE 

6.76 

6.41 

6.25 

5.97 

5.93 

5.48 

5.20 

1 

g 

D 

GTA8 

6.46 

6.22 

6.25 

bb 

5.68 

PS 

■■ 

D 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6.31 

6.04 

_ : _ 

B9 

5.96 

... 

B 

d 

FATHER*  S 
EDUCATION 

6.06 

Bfl 

6.17 

BB 

' 

6.04 

_ , _ , _ , _ , _ 

B 

COMPONENT 

6.01 

6.17 

HI 

m 

iH 

■ 

m 

■ill 

B 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.85 

6.23 

fill 

— i 

■11 

IK 

HBMB 

11111 

g 

Hi 

LIVE  IN 
BARRACKS 

6.26 

5.72 

mil 

■n 

■■ 

HU 

im 

H 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.73 

6.26 

— 

IB 

— 

■i 

■■ 

|£|  Jjj 

ns 

D.  comments: 


175 


A.  DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  NO. :  207 

NAME!  Grape  Drink  ( non -car bona ted) 
CLASS*  Beverage 

SUBCLASS  (••)  :  Fruits  &  Frui  t  FI  avored 


B.  RATINGS  FOB  SIMILAR  FOODS: 

Present-simi 1 ar : 

Grape  Punch  7.04 


MEAN  RATINS  :  6.91 

STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.70 

PERCENT  ILE  RANK  *.  68 

FORM  NO. :  ^ 

NO.  RATINS  t  2692 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  1.6 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


2 


CAT  E  0  0  R  Y 

S  4  S  6  7 


SIQNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 


7.18 


6.79 


6.98 


6.93 


6.98 


6.84 


6.67 


6.79 


REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 


6.  86 


7.23 


6.79 


6.89 


7.04 


6.84 


6.66 


HOMETOWN 

TYPE 


6.75 


6.74 


6.94 


6.87 


7.07 


7.07 


7.12 


6.86 


ACE 


7.38 


6.99 


6,78 


6.  69 


6.90 


6,59 


6.59 


.** 


LENGTH 

OF 

9ERVICE 


7.28 


7.07 


6.89 


6.85 


6,70 


7.02 


6, 66 


ORAOE 


7.30 


7.20 


6.91 


6.  80 


6.92 


6.69 


6.48 


*-v 


■  TA! 


6. 94 


7.17 


7.07 


6.98 


6.75 


6.74 


*• 


EDUCATION 


7.16 


6.90 


6.90 


6. 67 


FATHER'  I 
EDUCATION 


COMPONENT 


6.81 


7.01 


6.91 


6.89 


6.98 


6.94 


6.85 


MARITAL 

ETATUI 


LIVE  IN 
■ARRACK! 


6.  80 


6.99 


6.77 


/V 


/V 


NS 


•EFARATE 

RATION! 


7.02 

6.79 

6.99 


a,  description  ; 

FOOD  NO.:  211  MEAN  RATING  :  6.89 

NAME!  Lemon  Drink  ( non-carbonated)  std.  deviation  :  1.77 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  66 

class:  Beverage 

SUB  class  («s):  Fruit  &  Fruit  Flavored  FORM  NO. :  2 

NO.  RATING  :  2744 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  2.1 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  I 

Previous-similar: 

Lemonade  7.83 

9 

C.  RELATIONSHIP'  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  ! 

CATEGORY 


12  3  4  8  G  7  8  signif.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.79 

7.00 

6.89 

6.98 

7 . 05 

If 

6.46 

6.66 

B 

Bl 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.68 

6.99 

6.98 

6.97 

6.92 

Bl 

6.75 

B 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.87 

6.75 

6.81 

6.82 

6.89 

7.11 

7.08 

6.82 

B 

AGE 

B 

7.08 

7.00 

111 

6.63 

B 

6.22 

0 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

B 

7.00 

6.99 

6.99 

6.81 

6.38 

mil 

D 

GRADE 

7.38 

B 

■■i 

MBM 

EBB 

6.86 

6.75 

B 

6.27 

D 

GT  AS 

7.12 

6.94 

7.00 

6.87 

6.80 

6.92 

B 

EDUCATION 

b 

6.84 

6.80 

6.85 

B 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.82 

6.97 

6.89 

7.01 

6.71 

6.81 

B 

COMPONENT 

(Ss 

7.00 

BH 

ili 

B 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.72 

7.04 

m 

S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.04 

6.66 

IM 

'  '■  tJ  1  L 

...  ‘  .  . 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.66 

7 . 04 

— 

B 

lili 

— 

B 

NS 

0.  comments: 


177 


a.  description: 
food  no.  :  213 

NAME!  Lime  Drink  ( non-carbonated) 
CLASS:  Beverage 

SUBCLASS  Us):  Fruit  &  Fruit  Flavored 


MEAN  RATIN9  *.  6.1  5 

STD.  DEVIATION  :  1 , 95 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  32 

FORM  NO.:  6 

NO.  RATIN9  :  2569 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  k.  9 


8.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Present-si  mi  1 ar  2 
L imeade  6. 90 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  i 


REGION 

OF 

ORIOIN 


HOMETOWN  _ 

TYPE  5.89 


2 


5.98 


6.35 


5.95 


C  A  T  E  0  0  R  Y 


6.32  6,30 


5.68 


1  • 

7 

8 

6 

5.90 

.  18 

m 

8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


.02 


COMPONENT  6.05 


MARITAL 

STATUS 


LIVE  IN 
BARRACKS 


SEPARATE 

RATIONS 


5.81 


D.  COMMENTS 


A.  DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  MO. :  214  MEAN  RATING  :  7 . 3  2 

NAME:  Orange  Drink  ( non-carbonated)  8TD.  DEVIATION  :  1.50 

PERCENTILE  RANK  I  83 

"  CLASS:  Beverage 

SUB  CLASS  (m)  :  Fruit  &  Fruit  Flavored  FORM  NO. :  7 

NO.  RATING  :  2645 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  0.  9 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-simi 1 ar : 

Orangeade  7.52 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKQROUNP  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

C  A  T  E  0  0  R  Y 


I  2  ,5  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.35 

7.40 

7.36 

7.29 

7.26 

7.20 

7.39 

7.33 

■ 

mi 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.34 

7.49 

7.39 

7.27 

7.27 

7.32 

7.29 

Ml 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.27 

7.31 

7.25 

7.20 

7.37 

7.38 

7.57 

7.40 

■ 

mm 

7.58 

7.39 

7.38 

7.24 

7.05 

7.13 

6.97 

§§|§§| 

g 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.72 

7.56 

7.28 

7.27 

7.24 

6.96 

7.09 

MiiBI 

m 

BH 

D  . 

GRADE 

7.88 

7.53 

7.36 

7.11 

7.20 

7.07 

7.08 

— 

D 

#TA» 

7.29 

7.41 

7.37 

7.29 

ess 

III 

im 

■ 

EDUCATION 

HI 

hh 

QH 

7.35 

HS 

ss 

Hi 

FATHER' 1 
EDUCATION 

7.32 

7.34 

7.38 

7. 27 

Hi 

HI 

gg 

ESDI 

g 

Hi 

COMPONENT 

7.30 

7.39 

iBBi 

HP 

— 

n 

HH 

g 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.16 

7.46 

— 

PPP 

BMB 

■i 

BMll 

g 

s 

LIVE  IN 
•ARRAGKI 

7.47 

7.08 

/V  /V 

I 

•ERARATC 

RATION* 

7.10 

7.45 

** 

NS 

179 


D*  comments: 


A.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  208 

name  :  Grape  J  u  i  ce 

class:  Beverage 

SUB  CLASS  (cs) :  Fruit  &  Fruit  Flavored 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


MEAN  RATING  7.39 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.5  T 
PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  86 

FORM  NO.  *.  5 

NO.  RATING  :  2707 
%  NOT  TRIED  *.  °.4 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  ! 


REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 


HOMETOWN 

TYPE 


LENGTH 

OF 

GERVICE 


7.43 


7.36 


7.27 


7.59 


7.76 


7.75 


7.50 


«TM 


EDUCATION 


FATHER'S  . 

EDUCATION  /  «  2  / 


COMPONENT  7,39 


7.32 


7. 


7.28 


D.  COMMENTS 


MARITAL 

STATU# 


LIVE  IN 
BARRACKS 


z 


7.36 


7.24 


7.42 


7.49 


7.46 


7.49 


7.41 


C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 
3  4  8  6 


7.42 


7.32 


7. 

34 

7, 

39 

7. 

44 

7. 

27 

7. 

46 

7.30 

7.34 

7.36 

7.44 

7.37 

7.48 

7.17 

7.36 

7.32 

7.24 

7.24 

7.30 

7.43 

7.44 

7.53 

7.64 

7.48  7.44  7.50 


8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


7.40 


7.20 


7.46 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO.:  220  MEAN  RATING  :  7.41 

NAME!  Canned  Orange  Juice  STD.  deviation  :  1.37 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  87 

CLASS:  Beverage 

SUB  class  (es) :  F  ru  i  t  &  Fruit  Flavored  FORM  NO.:  4 

NO.  RATING  *.  27  35 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  0.  3 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previ ous-simi lar:  Present-simi lar: 

Frozen  Orange  Juice  8.02  Frozen  Orange  Juice  7.73 

Instant  Orange  Juice  6.84 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 


CAT  E  G  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7. 47 

7.36 

7.42 

7.36 

7.53 

7.37 

7.42 

7.34 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.34 

7.61 

7.24 

7.36 

7.48 

7.38 

7.32 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.37 

7.48 

7.27 

7.39 

7.47 

7.47 

7.45 

7.29 

■ 

AGE 

7.64 

7.58 

7.39 

7.28 

7.25 

7.03 

7.17 

B 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

■ 

7.70 

7.53 

7.41 

7.22 

7.25 

7.17 

B 

D 

GRADE 

7.72 

7.59 

7.43 

7.44 

7.22 

7.25 

7.07 

B 

D 

GT  AS 

7.52 

7.49 

7.52 

7.47 

7.28 

7.31 

■ 

' 

EDUCATION 

7.02 

7.62 

7.43 

7.12 

7.40 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.32 

7.58 

7.42 

7.40 

7.36 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.40 

7.44 

_ 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.30 

7.51 

Urn _ 

— 

— 

D 

S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.49 

7.28 

mu 

J|lf§ 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.27 

7.50 

— 

H 

■H 

B 

NS 

D.  COMMENTS: 


a.  description: 

FOOD  NO. *. 216  ^  MEAN  RATING  :  7 . 7  3 

NAME :  frozen  Wange  Juice  3TD. deviation  :  1 .25 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  96 

CLASS:  Beverage 

SUBCLASS  (®»):  Frui  t  &  Frui  t  Flavored  FORM  NO. :  5 

NO.  RATING  :  27  07 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  0.  3 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-identical:  8.02 

Present-similar:  - 

Instant  Orange  Juice  6,84 
Canned  Orange  Juice  7,41 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  signif.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.75 

7.76 

7.79 

7.66 

7.59 

7.62 

7 . 87 

00 

ON 

■ 

- 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.53 

7.74 

7.45 

7.90 

7.64 

7.73 

HQ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

! 

7.56 

7.68 

7.69 

7.69 

7.87 

7.84 

7.85 

7.7  8 

* 

U 

AGE 

7.94 

7. 84 

7.80 

7.61 

7. 54 

7.42 

7.42 

H 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.98 

7.94 

7.82 

7.66 

7.53 

7.56 

D 

GRADE 

7.99 

7.96 

7.79 

7.70 

7.53 

7.41 

7.68 

^jj 

d 

GT  AS 

7.60 

7.64 

7 . 65 

7.70 

7.78 

7.92 

■ 

EDUCATION 

7.72 

7.70 

00 

r^. 

7.94 

■ 

FATHER*  .S 
EDUCATION 

7.69 

7.71 

7.74 

7.78 

7.52 

B 

COMPONENT 

7.69 

7.82 

■H 

■1 

B 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7. 62 

7.83 

HI 

ili 

■BIB 

S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7. 80 

7.61 

— 1 

Q 

;  i : 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.61 

•  7.80 

liBlijil 

Q 

NS 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previ ous  survey :  Background  effects  not  analyzed. 


A.  description: 

food  no.  :  215  mean  rating:  6.84 

NAME:  instant  Orange  Juice  std.  deviation  :  1.80 

PERCENTILE  RANK  !  64 

class:  Beverage 

SUB  class  (es) :  Fruit  &  Fruit  Flavored  FORM  NO. :  1 

NO.  RATING  :  2803 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  0.  8 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-similar:  Present-similar: 

Frozen  Orange  Juice  8.02  Frozen  Orange  Juice  7.73 

Canned  Orange  Juice  7.41 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 


C  A  T  E  G  O  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SI6NIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.78 

6, 96 

6.91 

6,74 

6.93 

6.68 

6.74 

6.94 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.91 

6.85 

6.76 

6,76 

6.79 

6.84 

6.83 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.69 

6.80 

6.84 

6.85 

6.93 

6.83 

6.92 

7.01 

AGE 

6.88 

6.71 

6.94 

6.83 

6.81 

6.82 

6.87 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.01 

7.01 

6.80 

6.70 

6. 82 

6.75 

6.81 

GRADE 

7.16 

6.82 

6.92 

6.59 

6.70 

6. 87 

6.97 

GT  AS 

6.86 

7.05 

6.96 

6.64 

6.80 

6.95 

EDUCATION 

6.95 

6.77 

6.85 

7.03 

7.04 

FATHER’S 

education 

6.  82 

6. 96 

6.73 

6.92 

6.67 

6.97 

6.72 

COMPONENT 

6.81 

6.92 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.85 

6.83 

|||||!|||||;| 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6  .  86 

6.80 

— 

mi 

mm 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.79 

6.  86 

fiM 

ill 

o.  comments: 


A.  DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  NO.  1  212  MEAN  RATING  t  6.  90 

name:  Limeade  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.66 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  67 

class:  Beverage 

SUB  CLASS  (•«):  Fruit  &  Fruit  Flavored  FORM  NO. :  2 

NO.  RATIN8  :  2708 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  3.5 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  t 

Present-similar: 

Lime  Drink  ( non-carbonated)  6,15 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y  # 


I  2  3  4  5  S  7  8  sionif.  tren 


m 

6.83 

6.88 

7.01 

6.93 

6.87 

6.80 

6,73 

6.97 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.03 

6.88 

6,75 

6.91 

7.05 

6.77 

6.74 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.83 

6.81 

6.89 

6.86 

6.96 

7.04 

6.97 

■ 

AGE 

7.27 

■  ■ 

EES 

O 

o 

6.74 

6.83 

6.56 

BO 

in 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.30 

7.05 

6.95 

7.00 

6.75 

6.69 

EDI 

mi 

mi 

0 

GRADE 

KS9 

00 

o 

6.97 

6,88 

6.80 

6.65 

— 

mm 

D 

GT  AS 

warn 

7.00 

7.09 

6.91 

6.79 

6.83 

m 

OBI 

m 

education 

6.97 

6.91 

—Hi 

6.95 

m 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.79 

6.93 

7.01 

6.96 

6.85 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.87 

7.00 

|BP|I 

9^1 

11111 

|— 

■■ 

III 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.72 

7.07 

ISI 

■I 

■ill 

mi 

— 

11 H  Hill  ■: 

H 

LIVE  IN 

SARRACK8 

7.02 

6.72 

ISM 

mnnm 

■HI 

Q 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.72 

DEI 

HU 

— - 

iillllll 

HB 

— i 

— ■ 

m 

m 

84 


D.  COMMENTS 


A.  DESCRIPTION  I 

FOOD  NO.  :  206  MEAN  RATING  t  7,13 

name:  Frui  t  Punch  STD. DEVIATION  :  1 . 51 

PERCENTILE  BANK  *.  76 

class:  Beverage 

SUBCLASS  (••):  Fruit  &  Fruit  Flavored  FORM  NO. :  7 

NO.  rating:  2616 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  1 . 9 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS: 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CAT  E  6  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  6  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.04 

7.19 

7.23 

7.07 

7.01 

7.08 

7.03 

7.23 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.04 

7.41 

6. 96 

7.07 

7.15 

7.13 

7.00 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.96 

7.02 

7.10 

7.06 

7.23 

7.28 

7.36 

7.33 

■ 

u 

AGE 

7.54 

7.33 

7.06 

6.98 

6.78 

6.  80 

6.59 

BBIBi 

B 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.69 

7.40 

7.06 

6.94 

6.70 

6.72 

B 

0 

GRADE 

7.86 

7.47 

7.19 

6.96 

6.91 

6.64 

6.64 

B 

D 

GT  AS 

6.93 

7.37 

7.18 

7.12 

7.06 

7.05 

EDUCATION 

7.24 

7 . 07 

7.19 

7.24 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.04 

7.15 

7.19 

7.12 

7.02 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.13 

7.10 

III 

jfjBj 

SSii 

■IS 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.89 

7.33 

ms 

— ■ 

Sill 

SSii 

mi 

1— ■ 

B 

S 

LIVE  IN 

S ARRACKS 

7. 29 

6.86 

as 

■Hi 

HI 

HI  | 

■ill 

B 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.87 

7.27 

HH 

— ■ 

— 

1— 

muni 

B 

NS 

■ 

D.  comments: 


185 


A.  DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  NO.:  210  MEAN  RATING  :  7.04 

NAME*.  Grape  Punch  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1 . 58 

PERCENTILE  RANK  I  73 

CLASS:  Beverage 

SUB  class  (es) :  Fruit  &  Fruit  Flavored  FORM  NO.:  2 

NO.  RATINO  *.  2768 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  1 .5 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Present-si  mi  1 ar : 

Grape  Drink  ( non-carbonated)  6,91 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  6  SIGNIF.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.09 

6.94 

7.10 

7.12 

7.03 

7.01 

6.73 

7.12 

I 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.05 

7.16 

6.89 

6.94 

7 . 06 

7. 11 

6. 93 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

om 

7.00 

6.84 

6.  89 

7.26 

7.21 

i  .is 

7.08 

*  * 

U 

AGE 

7.44 

7.25 

6.69 

6.90 

6.75 

6.72 

6.57 

** 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.46 

7.11 

7.08 

7.08 

6.99 

6.76 

6. 68 

j 

VoV 

D 

GRADE 

7.63 

7.23 

7.10 

6.99 

6.87 

6.76 

6.49 

** 

D 

«TA* 

7.01 

7.17 

6.99 

6.97 

ill 

mil 

■ 

EDUCATION 

7 . 16 

7.05 

6.94 

mm 

■;■■■ .  ■  ■  1 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.00 

7.00 

7.06 

7.10 

trnm 

6.96 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.02 

7.06 

BBIM 

HU 

— 

HU 

Bill 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.84 

7.20 

■11 

H9 

— 

Biiili 

VoV 

s  ; 

LIVE  IN 
BARRACKS 

7.18 

6.80 

III 

Bill 

— 1 

III 

■HI 

*  Vc 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.78 

7.20 

III 

■■ 

HI 

mu 1 

■■ 

•>V  Vc 

NS 

D.  COMMENTS: 


a.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  201  MEAN  RATINO  *.  4.  85 

NAME:  Buttermi  l  k  8TD.  DEVIATION  :  2,97 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  2 

class:  Beverage 

SUBCLASS  (•»):  Other  Than  Fruit  FORM  NO.;  5 

NO.  RATINO  :  2605 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  3.8 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKOROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  t 

C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  signif.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

4.57 

5.01 

4.93 

5.00 

4.81 

4.51 

4.62 

4.85 

gi 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.91 

3.74 

iPPI 

DO 

6.37 

D9 

3.43 

g 

gi 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.83 

5.63 

5.04 

4.40 

4.49 

4.45 

3.84 

O 

OO 

% 

H 

D 

AGE 

4.26 

4*39 

4,37 

5.06 

5.72 

6,  04 

6.02 

mm 

D 

U 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

4,40 

4,55 

4,27 

4.63 

5.76 

5.89 

imi 

■ 

U 

GRADE 

4.38 

4.45 

5.49 

—a 

QJjJj 

iMMI 

g 

u 

GTAS 

♦ 

5.52 

5.28 

5.09 

4. 95 

4.60 

1— 

m 

g 

D 

EDUCATION 

4.94 

4,95 

^g| 

3.96 

m 

gg 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

Q| 

5.08 

5.02 

4.25 

4.99 

g 

D 

COMPONENT 

4.96 

4.45 

■Sill 

111 

■Ml 

■I 

lit 

g 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.36 

4.35 

m 

1111 

— 

III 

■111 

gg 

g 

H 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

4.49 

5.38 

IJjji 

■■ 

— 1 

■IS 

1— 

g 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

1X9 

4.48 

bbSs 

— 

— 1 

■■ 

.  S 

D.  COMMENTS!  Note  the  consistent  high  variability  by  background 
characteristics, 
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A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  203 

MEAN  RATING  *. 

6.88 

NAME  I  Hot  Chocol ate  (  sel f-prepared) 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

1 .78 

PERCENTILE  RANK  I 

66 

CLASS:  Beverage 

SUBCLASS  (••):  Other  then  Fruit 

FORM  NO. : 

7 

NO.  RATING 

2625 

%  NOT  TRIED  '. 

1.5 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previ  bus-si mi  1 ar : 

(Hot  cocoa  7,66 
Present-similar: 

Hot  Chocolate  (from  dispenser)  6,90 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 


12  3  4  5  6  7  8  signif.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

6,87 

6,90 

6.98 

6.70 

. 

6.86 

6.89 

6 . 80 

O 

00 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6. 68 

6.85 

6,92 

■ 

• 

6.95 

6.89 

6.92 

6.88 

1 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.75 

6.95 

6.77 

' 

6.  83 

6.93 

6.88 

7.00 

6.87 

■ 

AGE 

00 

7.00 

6.84 

6.76 

6.62 

6.61 

6.37 

— 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.48 

7.05 

6.82 

6.74 

m 

6.68 

□9 

■Ill 

Hi 

DO 

GRADE 

7.75 

7.03 

6.85 

6.75 

n 

6.40 

6.47 

IHM 

D 

GTAS 

6.78 

7. 1 1 

6.96 

6.84 

6.83 

6.66 

■11 

■■I 

EDUCATION 

7.02 

6.86 

6.83 

6C  60 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.85 

6.78 

6.91 

6.86 

6.  89 

COMPONENT 

6.  82 

^1 

o 

o 

. 

f8§B 

— ■ 

BIS 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.79 

6.93 

ONI 

■I 

H| 

imi 

■111 

HI 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6. 90 

6.81 

— 1 1 

Jfi- 1 

m 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.82 

6,88 

llii 

■81 

HI 

■B 

— 

H 

■ 

d.  comments: 


A.  DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  NO. :  209 

name:  Hot  Chocolate  ( from  di spenser) 

class:  Beverage 

SUB  CLASS  (#•) :  Other  than  Fruit 


MEANRATINO:  6.90 

STD.  DEVIATION  !  1.74 

PERCENTILE  RANK  l  6 7 

FORM  NO.:  A 

NO.  RATINO  :  2633 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  3.8 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-similar: 

Hot  Cocoa  7.66 

P resent- si mi  1 ar: 

Hot  Chocolate  ( sel f -prepared)  6.88 


REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 


HOMETOWN 

TYPE 


LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 


7.02 


6.99 


6.85 


7.26 


7.25 


7.33 


6.93 


FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 


COMPONENT 


MARITAL 

STATUS 


LIVE  IN 
BARRACKS 


SEPARATE 

RATIONS 


6.92 


6.91 


6.83 


6.97 


6.77 


2 


6.64 


6.93 


7.00 


6.93 


7.10 


7.11 


6.92 


6.99 


6.90 


6.98 


6.81 


6.98 


C  A 

s 

T  E 

4 

G  0 

5 

7.06 

6.97 

6.87 

6.86 

6.83 

6.92 

6.93 

6.90 

6.90 

6.76 

7.06 

6.85 

6.86 

7.09 

6.86 

6. 90 

6.78 

6.98 

6.97 

6.88 

6.77 

7. 12 

6,90 

6.99  6.84 


8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


6.69 

7.10 

6  .  87 

6.83 

6.91 

6.98 

6.82 


a.  description  : 

FOOD  NO. :  1205  mean  rating:  4.00 

name:  Iced  Coffee  STD. deviation  :  2.58 

'  PERCENTILE  RANK  C  1 

class:  Beverage 

SUBCLASS  («#):  Other  than  Fruit  form  NO.:  3,4 

NO.  RATING  :  4757 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  12.  9 

**  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

.Previous-identical:  4.15 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  ! 


C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

4.71 

3.97 

4s.  00 

3.80 

3.75 

4.11 

4.13 

3.99 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

3.39 

4.26 

3.49 

ES9 

3.67 

4.  34 

5.96 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

3.44 

3.72 

ssa 

4.08 

m 

4.44 

4.61 

4.71 

D 

u 

AGE 

;*t,’  •  ‘-V-vrAjj.  ■ 

4.1.5 

4.07 

EES 

f  3  .  84 

3. 86 

3.85 

4.28 

■ 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

4.42 

4.27 

3.94 

3.75 

5 

4.02 

3.95 

— 

d 

GRADE 

4.53 

4.28 

3.98 

3.91 

3.77 

3.79 

4.05 

11111 

g 

d 

GT  AS 

4.09 

4.08  : 

3.95 

4.00 

3.89 

4.42 

EDUCATION 

4.05 

3.90 

4.20 

mi 

B 

U 

FATHER*  S 

EDUCATION 

3.81 

3.80 

EES 

4.09 

^ - - - - - 

4. 02 

_ 

B 

COMPONENT 

3.98 

4.04 

— 

— 

mi 

B— 

IBB 

fl 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

3.86 

4.14 

:£  <  : 

— 

i* 

f§g§ 

— 

g 

s 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

4.1 1 

3.83 

jjj^ 

■HI 

ill 

IjBj 

D 

1 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

3.81 

4.11 

y.. 

.. 

SHI 

iiil 

. 

** 

NS 

D.  COMMENTS!:  Previ ous  survey:  Region:  8  high,  North  Central  low  1.70, 
partially  agrees;  Hometown  &  Education:  no  effect,  disagrees;  Age:  no 
effect,  agrees;  L.O.S.:  D  1,13,  agrees. 


a.  description: 

food  no.  :  205  mean  rating  :  **.7S 

name  :  instant  Coffee  std.  deviation  :  2.  55 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  1 

class:  Beverage 

sub  class  (es) :  Other  than  Fruit  form  no.  :  3 

NO.  RATING  :  27^9 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  2.5 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  *. 

Previ ous-simi  1  ar ; 

Soluble  Coffee  5.16 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  ATE  6  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

4.62 

5.06 

5.06 

4.65 

4. 34 

4.70 

4.73 

4.75 

Q 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

4.45 

BB 

4.05 

4.93 

4.97 

4.76 

5.12 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

4.79 

4.78 

4.93 

4.80 

4.75 

4.72 

4.69 

4.81 

■ 

AGE 

m 

4.89 

4.83 

4.54 

4.48 

4.28 

4.49 

g 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.56 

5.18 

4.74 

4.71 

4.48 

4.57 

4.25 

Q 

D 

GRADE 

5.76 

m 

4.85 

4.66 

4.49 

4.27 

| 

B 

D 

GTAS 

5.23 

5.06 

4.92 

4.  80 

4.59 

4.56 

n 

D 

EDUCATION 

5.06 

4.71 

4.69 

4.61 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

4.78 

4.76 

4.99 

4.68 

5.34 

4.57 

■ 

COMPONENT 

4.73 

4.94 

m 

iiillllillf! 
illil _ 1 

\ 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

4.62 

4.94 

— 

m 

(•  1  1 

B 

S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

4.90 

4.58 

. 

m§ 

B 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

■ 

4.61 

4.90 

im 

m 

■■ 

* 

NS 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 


4.61 


a.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  204 

name:  Coffee 

class:  Beverage 

SUBCLASS  (••):  Other  Than  Fruit 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-identical:  6.61 
Previous-similar: 

Hot  Coffee  7.42 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CAT  E  0  0  R  Y 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SK5NIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.23 

7.08 

7. 03 

7.30 

7.02 

7.07 

7.02 

7.07 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.05 

6.52 

7.23 

6. 97 

7.34 

7.07 

6.98 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.14 

7.28 

7.38 

7.12 

7.07 

6.91 

6.77 

6.94 

■ 

v 

AGE 

BB1 

6.68 

7.02 

7.21 

7.85 

7.89 

7.91 

HUB 

u  1 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.61 

6.  94 

6. 66 

7.00 

7.66 

7.81 

7.85 

■hi 

u 

GRADE 

6,57 

6.69 

6.79 

6.86 

7.63 

7. 82 

8.04 

■1 

u 

GTAS 

6.83 

7.06 

6.93 

7.10 

7.23 

7.23 

illllllilllil 

EDUCATION 

7.04 

7.15 

7.03 

7.02 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.17 

7.19 

7.03 

7.00 

6.79 

BBS 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.19 

6.85 

IBM 

|jj|gf 

— 

§||§|1 

ill 

■ill 

Q 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.69 

HSl 

— 

■Ill 

jj§l| 

§if 

mi 

m 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.75 

7.64 

■III 

— B 

— 

illllllilllil 

■ 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.66 

6.77 

HU 

— 

—I 

■■ 

— 

Q 

s  : 

D.  comments:  Previous  survey:  Background  effects  not  analyzed. 


MEAN  RATING  :  7.11 

STD.  DEVIATION  2.09 
PERCENTILE  RANK  :  75 

FORM  NO.*.  6 

NO.  RATINO  *.  2688 

%  NOT  TRIED  *.  0.  6 


a.  description: 

FOOD  NO.:  219  MIAN  RATING  :  6.58 

name:  Vegetable  Juice  »TD. deviation  :  2. 02 

PERCENTILE  RANK  t  54 

CLASS:  Beverage  ' 

SUBCLASS  (Mi:  Other  than  Fruit  FORM  NO. :  4 

NO.  RATINO  :  2608 

%  NOT  TRIED  5  4.9 

8.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  t 


C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  8  6  7  8  SIONIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.63 

6.78 

6.55 

11a 

6.70 

6.41 

6,71 

6, 63 

■ 

H 1 

REGION 

or 

ORIGIN 

1 

6.80 

6.76 

6.64 

6.67 

6. 60 

6.59 

Hi 

HI 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.58 

6,60 

6.37 

6.51 

6.64 

6.70 

6.75 

6.  65 

■ 

Hi 

AGE 

6.47 

6.56 

6.  65 

6. 60 

6.64 

6. 65 

6, 67 

8®i 

■ 

LENGTH 

OF 

GERVICE 

6.  68 

6.50 

6,  63 

oa 

6,61 

6.61 

6.66 

GRADE 

6.  82 

6.36 

6, 60 

6.48 

6.69 

6.44 

6.78 

HI 

•  T*« 

6.87 

6.58 

6.67 

O 

■II 

■11 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6.64 

6. 60 

6.62 

6.70 

■ 

gg 

MTHIR’f 

teUOATION 

6.52 

mt 

oa 

6,  63 

gg 

gg 

gg 

■ 

*** 

COMPONENT 

6.58 

6.62 

IlllilSlI 

•1  V  l+v  4  <■  3 

MAUI  TAW 
•TATUI 

6 « 62 

6.  56 

LIVE  IN 
•ARRACK! 

6.57 

6^  61 

lllllil 

■B 

BMfpg 

■ 

■1 

SEPARATE 

RATION* 

6.57 

6.59 

— 1 1 

am 

■i 

mm 

■ 

■1 

COMMENTS!  Note  the  complete  absence  of  significant  background 
effects.  This  is  very  unusual. 
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a.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  217  MEAN  RATING  :  8.36 

NAME:  Fresh  Milk  STO.  DEVIATION  :  1.20 

PERCENTILE  RANK  100 

CLASS:  Beverage 

SUB  class  (•») :  Other  Than  Fruit  FORM  No. :  1 

NO.  RATING  :  2826 
%  NOT  TRIEO  I  0.  1 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-identical:  8,60 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKOROUNP  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


C  A  T  E  6  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  6  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

8.48 

8.34 

8.43 

8.28 

8.33 

8.32 

8. 39 

8,33 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

8.  39 

8.44 

8. 19 

8.37 

8.42 

8.37 

8.36 

1 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

8.25 

8.45 

8.27 

8.41 

8.38 

8.37 

8.42 

8.52 

■ 

AGE 

8.58 

8.50 

8.42 

8.22 

8.27 

8.03 

7.97 

111 

— 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

8.57 

8.54 

8,45 

8.43 

8. 1 1 

8.22 

8.03 

mm 

D 

GRADE 

8.72 

8.44 

8.45 

8.34 

8.24 

8. 16 

8.13 

I'll: 

g 

gtas 

8.28 

8.26 

8.34 

8.34 

8.41 

8.37 

IBM 

■ 

education 

8.46 

8.33 

8.42 

8.33 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

8.23 

8.41 

8.48 

8.38 

8.39 

8.35 

8,20 

B 

■  t 

COMPONENT 

8.32 

8.49 

■■ 

— 

mi 

ill 

■■ 

B 

US 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

8.26 

8.45 

— 

■SI 

HI 

■H 

— 

I-:-® 

Q 

s 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

8.46 

8,22 

■Ill 

— 

M— 

mu 

(f§| 

B 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

8.21 

8.45 

m 

— 

BB 

— 

ilii 

m 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previ ous  survey:  Region,  Hometown  &  Educations  no  trend, 
agrees;  Age!  D  0.62,  agrees;  L.Q..S,:  no  effect,  disagrees. 


a.  description: 

FOOD  NO.:  218  1  MEAN  RATINO  :  6. 05 

NAME:  Hot  Tea  STD.  DEVIATION  :  2 .  37 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  28 

class:  Beverage 

subclass  (•*):  Other  Than  Fruit  FORM  NO. :  1 

NO.  RATINO  *.  2801 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  1.1 

S.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS: 

Previous-identical:  5.98 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SI6NIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.62 

5.94 

6.01 

5.94 

6.09 

6.08 

6.02 

ra 

B 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.39 

6.20 

6.00 

5.96 

5.72 

6.53 

m 

fg 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.50 

5.74 

5.89 

6. 1 6 

6. 18 

6.39 

BB 

6.58 

g 

u 

AGE 

6.17 

5.93 

6.31 

5.77 

6.02 

mm 

— 

■ 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.23 

6. 06 

6.10 

6.15 

5.76 

6.04 

II® 

■ 

GRAOE 

■ 

EQ 

mm 

6.11 

5.97 

5.94 

6.04 

5.88 

1 

■ 

gtas 

5.96 

5.88 

6.07 

6.10 

6.  31 

■1 

HR 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6. 06 

B9 

6.30 

6.05 

6.  81 

B 

u 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5.92 

5.76 

5.96 

6.24 

m 

6.08 

6.  25 

B 

U 

COMPONENT 

6.05 

6.10 

IK 

mil 

■11 

■I 

— 

B 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.98 

6.12 

Hi 

■11 

M 1 

HI 

■li 

MM 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.15 

5.93 

■II 

S  8 

m 

mu 

B 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.90 

6. 1 6 

— 

HU 

IS 

wm 

B 

NS 

d.  comments:  p  revi ous  survey :  7  &  high,  1  low  1.30,  agrees;  Age:  no 

effect,  agrees;  Hometown:  no  effept,  disagrees;  Education:  no  trend 
0.84,  partially  agrees;  L.O.S.:  no  trend  0.83,  disagrees. 
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A.  description: 


FOOD  NO.:  303 

MEAN  RATING  *. 

6.41 

NAME:  Ra1sin 

Bread 

STD.  DEVIATION  >. 

2.12 

class:  Breads 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

44 

8UB  CLASS  («»)  : 

Sweet  (with  sugar  ingredients) 

FORM  NO. : 

3 

NO.  RATINO ’. 

2803 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

0.5 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-identical:  7.17 

Previ  ous-simi  1  ar : 

Raisin  Bread,  Sliced  6,93 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  t 


C  A  T  E  6  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  S  6  7  8  SIQNIF,  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.58 

6.34 

6.44 

6.39 

6.18 

6.50 

6.42 

6.50 

v 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.08 

6.42 

BUM 

6.50 

6.14 

6.49 

6.89 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.33 

6.27 

6.21 

6.45 

m 

6.37 

6.68 

6.76 

AGE 

6.81 

6,43 

6,32 

HUB 

6. 26 

DB 

6.30 

■HI 

m 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.12 

6.66 

6,30 

6.17 

_ _j 

m 

6,19- 

6.22 

IBIS 

Q 

D 

GRAOE 

7.24 

6.72 

6.31 

| 

Hi 

6.20 

1 

Q| 

GTAS 

— 

6.34 

6.52 

6.30 

HB 

6.49 

mm 

mi 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6.54 

6.28 

6.  63 

6.57 

■ 

"  father's 

EDUCATION 

HI 

6.41 

mm 

DU 

6.51 

6.26 

■ 

COMPONENT 

ES9 

6.38 

1  m 

wm 

■HI 

B11111B 

■I 

■a 

■ 

Hi 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6. 38 

6,43 

sms® 

11111 

■■ 

mi 

Hi 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.40 

6.41 

■111 

M 

■■ 

ISIS 

— 1 

IBB 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.37 

6.44 

■1 

— 

■■ 

IBB 

■HU 

— 

■ 

H| 

d.  comments:  Previ ous  survey :  Region:  no  effect,  disagrees;  Hometown  & 
Education:  no  effect,  agrees;  Age:  no  effect,  disagrees;  L.O.S.:  D 

0.50,  agrees. 
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a.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  306 

name:  Quick  Goff ee  Cake 

class:  Breads 

SUB  CLASS  (as):  Sweet  (with  sugar 

i  ngred  rents) 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-similar: 

Coffee  Cake  7.13 


MEAN  RATING  *.  6. 71 
STD.  DEVI  ATION  *.  1.64 
PERCENTILE  RANK  :  57 

FORM  NO. :  6 

NO.  RATING  *.  2543 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  5.7 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  A  T  E  0  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  8  6 


6.64  6.80  6.77 


6.40  6.81 


6.61  6.82  6.80 


6.64  6.69  6.47 


REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 


HOMETOWN 

TYPE 


6.89 


6. 


6.57 


LENOTH 

OF 

SERVICE 


7.01 


6.99 


6.48 


EDUCATION 


6.63 


6.79  6.65  6.46 


6.83'  6.79  6.63 


6.75  6.6 


FATHER’ S 
EDUCATION 

6.79 

6.81 

COMPONENT 

6.69 

6.69 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.76 

6. 63 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

EQ 

6.79 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.79 

6.62 

6.68 

6.53 

6.76 

”6.72 

m 

6.  80 

6.89 

6, 69 

6.48 

6.78 

6. 68 

6.81 

6,71 

6, 60 

6.75- 

6.79 

8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


0.  COMMENTS 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  307  MEAN  RATING  *.  7.33 

NAME*.  Jel  ly  Doughnuts  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1  49 

PERCENTILE  RANK*.  84 

class:  Breads 

SUB  CLASS  (••) :  Sweet  (with  sugar  ingredients)  FORM  NO.:  2 

NO.  rating:  2722 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  3.  1 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS*. 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKOROUNP  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

CATE  6  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  S  6  7  6  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.41 

7.28 

7.38 

7.27 

7.43 

7.30 

7.01 

7 .48 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.19 

7.36 

7.44 

7.34 

7.27 

7.27 

7.46 

■ 

■1 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.31 

7.43 

7.09 

7.31 

7.30 

7.34 

7.34 

7.64 

■ 

AGE 

7.83 

7.37 

7.35 

7.17 

7.09 

6.95 

— ■ 

g 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

■ _ 

7.82 

7.55 

7.34 

7.25 

7.30 

7.01 

6.97 

g 

m 

| 

7.96 

7.70 

7.34 

7.12 

7.15 

7.11 

6.88 

g 

D 

GTAS 

7.01 

7.30 

7.40 

7.37 

7.36 

7.06 

m 

B 

EDUCATION 

7.55 

7.30 

7.29 

7.18 

B 

D 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.27 

7.35 

7.41 

_ 

7.40 

7.21 

fl 

COMPONENT 

7.30 

7.40 

gg 

■1 

11 

|  lip 

M 

111* 

B 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.21 

7.43 

HU 

m 

nil 

im 

mm 

■Ml 

B 

s  ;V 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.41 

7.20 

mm 

— ■ 

mm 

— 

m 

H 

'I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.15 

7.43 

m 

■■ 

Sit 

■11 

— 

— 

Q 

NS  - 

D.  comments: 
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A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  302 

NAME:  Garlic  French  Bread 
CLASS:  Breads 

SUB  CLASS  (•») :  Non-Sweet  Breads  & 
Crackers 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  l 

Present-simi 1 ar : 

French  Bread  7 . 53 


MEAN  RATING  :  6.52 

STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.40 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  52 

FORM  NO. :  1 

NO.  RATINO  :  2585 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  8.3 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

C  A  T  E  0  0  R  Y 

I  2  5  4  B  6  7  8  sionif.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.57 

6.48 

6.39 

6.54 

6.54 

6.74 

6. 49 

6.61 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.29 

7.58 

6.66 

6. 67 

5,83. 

6. 64 

6.55 

s\  /\ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.02 

6.32 

6, 56 

6, 56 

6,  64 

6.75 

6.97 

7.23 

<r\ 

u 

AGE 

6.42 

6.44 

6.35 

6.68 

6, 60 

6.  90 

6.76 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.65 

6, 1 6 

6.  36 

6.53 

6.36 

6.55 

6.89 

llllllllllllil 

/VVr 

X 

GRADE 

6.79 

6.16 

6.32 

6.65 

6.38 

6.84 

6.77 

/V  Vr 

X 

QT  AS 

6.17 

5-74 

6.08 

6.49 

. 

6.80 

7.21 

D 

EDUCATION 

6. 18 

6.47 

6.95 

7.07 

■H 

H 

u 

FATHER’ S 
EDUCATION 

6.39 

6.35 

6.29 

rwm 

6.34 

B 

u 

COMPONENT 

6.57 

6.37 

■I 

f||j ||  1 

ill! 

f®§§§g 

1— 

■II 

B 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

D3 

6.43 

■■ 

■Ill 

gag 

B 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.43 

6. 67 

■■ 

HB 

— 

111 

■I 

BH 

B 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6,64 

6.45 

■I 

jjj|  V.v*" 

im 

HBMBI: 

iHII 

— 1 

B 

d.  comments: 
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a.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  301  MEAN  RATING  '  7.53 

NAME:  French  Bread  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.59 

.  PERCENTILE  RANK  t  91 

CLASS:  Breads 

SUBCLASS  (•»):  Non -Sweet  Breads  &  FORM  NO. :  5 

Crackers  NO.  RATINS  :  2657 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  2.1 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  t 

Present - simi 1 ar: 

Garlic  French  Bread  6.52 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACK8R0UND  CHARACTERISTICS  * 

C  A  T  E  6  0  R  Y  # 


I  2  3  4  6  6  7  8  SIONIF.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.63 

7.41 

7.49 

7.61 

7.58 

7.52 

7 . 66 

7 . 44 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.43 

7.83 

7.61 

7.82 

7.09 

7. 59 

7.96 

Q 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.21 

. 

7.32 

7.42 

7.71 

7.65 

7.72 

7.93 

7.52 

u 

AGE 

7.65 

7.44 

7.44 

7.53 

7 . 54 

7.69 

7.68 

1 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.81 

7.44 

7.42 

7.42 

7.34 

7.44 

7.77 

iHi 

X 

GRAOE 

7.77 

7.59 

7.43 

7.45 

7.40 

7.62 

7.84 

— BB 

■ 

X 

g[ 

7.01 

7.14 

7.30 

7.58 

_ _ _ 

7.79 

7.76 

■HI 

ABBS 

HQ 

u 

EDUCATION 

7.43 

7.79 

8.05 

g 

u 

FATHER'  S 
EDUCATION 

na 

7.49 

7.40 

7.71 
_ ' _ 

7.89 

^ _ _ _ 

H 

u 

COMPONENT 

7.56 

7.36 

mi # 

mm. 

SMI 

III 

lllllll 

■ 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.63 

7.46 

iii 

■I 

■HR 

lilt 

IMS 

■■ 

■ 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.41 

7.73 

HI 

— 

— 1 

aa  | 

Iii# 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.72 

7.41 

■i 

— ■ 

■HI 

1 

—I 

g 

S 

D.  COMMENTS 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  304 

NAME:  Whole  Wheat  Bread 
CLASS:  Breads 

SUB  CLASS  (•») :  Non-Sweet  Breads  & 
Crackers 


MEANRATINO:  6.25 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.97 

PERCENTILE  RANK  5  36 

FORM  NO.  *.  1 

NO.  RATIN9  *,  2804 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  0.7 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


Previ ous-simi 1 ar : 

Whole  Wheat  Bread  Sliced  6,82 
Whole  Wheat  Bread  and  Butter  7,04 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  t 


C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 

12  S  4  5  G  7  8  SIQNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.27 

6.26 

OB 

6,16 

6.46 

6.33 

6.38 

6.  36 

11 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

BH1 

6,57 

6,76 

6, 60 

5.76 

6.38 

6.73 

Q 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.98 

6.19 

6.26 

6,32 

6.35 

6, 26 

6.  22 

6.85 

Q 

g| 

AGE 

PHI 

6.09 

6.29 

6,38 

6,09 

|ilp 

6.32 

mm 

O 

pH 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.79 

6.32 

m 

5.98 

6.04 

6. 06 

6.  24 

1BBB 

O 

B 

i 

GRADE 

6.78 

gg 

6,  22 

6.09 

5.93 

6.34 

6.45 

I— 

21 

— 

QTAS 

on 

5.90 

6, 10 

6,14 

6.41 

gg 

iil 

mm 

g 

U 

EDUCATION 

6, 13 

6.20 

6.52 

6.55 

6.  83 

■ 

u 

FATHER'  3 

EDUCATION 

ESI 

on 

6.19 

6.38 

6,  67 

6.75 

6. 10 

B 

— 

COMPONENT 

qq 

6.42 

HP 

BB 

Hi 

■i 

■1 

B 

us 

MARITAL 

•TATUS 

6.1 9 

6.30 

IS 

■— l 

— 1 

PH 

— 

■H 

O 

PI 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.27 

PP 

mm 

— i 

M§m 

BHS 

phi 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.23 

6.25 

■I 

Ml: 

— 

■1 

mm 

B 

■1 

d.  comments: 


A.  DESCRIPTION  : 

FOOD  NO. :  305  MEAN  RATING  *. 

NAME:  Hot-Cross  Buns  STD.  DEVIATION  : 

PERCENTILE  RANK  I 

CLASS:  Breads 

SUB  CLASS  (••) :  Non-Sweet  Breads  &  FORM  NO.: 

Crackers  NO.  RATING  * 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS: 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTIC 8  *. 


C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.63 

7.71 

7.72 

7.69 

7.72 

7.71 

00 

7.81 

n 

■1 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.85 

7.59 

7.65 

7. 65 

7.65 

7.86 

H 

HOMETOWN 

TYRE 

7.65 

7.68 

7.71 

7.80 

7.63 

7.75 

7.49 

m 

■1 

AGE 

7.85 

7.72 

7.59 

7.63 

7.71 

7.71 

7.55 

m 

H 

mi 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.91 

7.69 

7.59 

7.67 

7.85 

7.65 

7.65 

Mill 

dh 

GRADE 

8, 1 1 

7.71 

7.59 

7.60 

7.65 

7.68 

7.69 

■HI 

■1 

7.67 

7.53 

7.72 

7.65 

7.74 

li§lg 

mil 

■ 

mi 

EDUCATION 

7.63 

7.74 

■MS 

HH 

7.61 

. 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.68 

7.64 
_ 1 

7.80 

7.59 

7 . 66 

■ 

mi 

COMPONENT 

7.52 

MM 

SjflSi 

III 

Hill! 

■■I 

■I 

||gg| 

IB 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.68 

7.69 

■III 

BBB 

IH 

III 

iii 

MM 

bi 

LIVE  IN 
BARRACKS 

7.67 

7.70 

f§§§j 

— i 

■HI 

ill 

IBM 

IIIB 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.70 

7.68 

— 

liSililB 

am 

— 1 

— 

■H 

7.69 

1.27 

95 

'  '  ■  \ 

3 

2731 

3.0 


0.  comments: 


a.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  309 

MEAN  RATINQ  : 

7.04 

NAME!  Sal  tine  Crackers 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

1.21 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

73 

CLASS:  Breads 

SUB  CLASS  (•*) :  Non-Sweet  Breads  & 

rosM  no.  : 

6 

Crackers 

NO.  RATING  : 

2690 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

0.6 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


C  A  T  E  0  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  0  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.93 

7.07 

7.08 

6.98 

7.10 

7.01 

6.99 

7.09 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.15 

6.7  6 

7.04 

7.07 

7.16 

6.98 

00 

o 

B 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.02 

7.13 

7.06 

6.99 

6.98 

6.98 

6.86 

B 

AGE 

6.98 

6.93 

6.99 

6.93 

7.22 

7.33 

7.26 

Q 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.09 

6.81 

6.94 

6.96 

6.97 

7.26 

7.25 

g 

X 

GRADE 

00 

o 

* 

7.02 

6.90 

6.98 

7.14 

7.12 

B 

GTAS 

6.97 

7.17 

7.15 

7.02 

7.01 

6.78 

— 

B 

EDUCATION 

7.07 

7.06 

6.94 

6.81 

B 

FATHER’ S 

EDUCATION 

7.08 

7.14 

7.03 
_ _ _ 

7.03 

6.83 

_ ' _ 

7.04 

B 

COMPONENT 

7.07 

6.93 

8I1B 

8818111 

ffflf 

111111 

IBS 

■111 

B 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.15 

6.93 

iii 

mu 

mm 

8Bjl 

■fill 

g 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.94 

7.19 

jgj|§ 

BMi 

— 

mi 

llii 

g 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.17 

6.96 

m 

fill 

jm? 

mi 

g 

mi 

S 

o.  comments: 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO.:  308  MEAN  RATING  :  7  .  1 8 

NAME  *.  Engl  ish  Muff  ins  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.47 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  79 

class:  Breads 

SUBCLASS  (•«):  Non -Sweet  Breads  &  FORM  NO.:  7 

Crackers  NO.  RATING  :  2271 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  -1-4.  6 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previ ous-simi 1 ar % 

Plain  Muffins  6,84 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  6  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.35 

7.13 

7.23 

7.07 

GO 

* 

7.13 

7.32 

7.20 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.28 

7.04 

7.10 

7. 17 

7.31 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.95 

7.24 

6.89 

7.15 

7.36 

7.23 

7.53 

7.54 

g 

u 

AGE 

7.30 

7.30 

7.20 

7. 1 1 

7.02 

7.06 

6.98 

■1 

■ 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.58 

7.26 

_ i 

7.17 

7.09 

7.02 

6.98 

7.03 

— 

mm 

D 

GRAOE 

7.20 

7.05 

7.07 

6.96 

7.09 

IHi 

n 

GTAS 

7.10 

6.98 

7.22 

7.27 

7.39 

IliB 

■■ 

■ 

u 

education 

7.09 

7.18 

7.30 

7.28 

■ 

FATHER*  S 

education 

7.15 

7.20 

7.18 

7.20 

7.06 

■ 

component 

7.17 

7.22 

_ . _ ^ 

mi 

md 

in 

— 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.13 

7.24 

mi 

■III! 

HI 

mu 

ill 

— 1 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.21 

7.14 

urn 

8® 

mm 

Mii 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.14 

7.20 

’  •; 

i— i 

— 

— 

■HI 

■ 

D.  comments: 


A,  DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  NO.:  401  MEAN  rating;  6.98 

NAME!  Assorted  Dry  Cereal  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.56 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  70 

class:  Cereals  s 

SUB  CLASS  (•*) :  Cold  FORM  NO. :  1 

NO.  RATING  '.  2799 
%  NOT  TRIED  *.  0.7 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS*. 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 


I  2  S  4  5  G  7  8  signif.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6. 96 

7.01 

7.19 

6.88 

6.92 

6.89 

6.82 

6.79 

B 

Bi 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.1 1 

6.85 

6, 86 

6.86 

7.16 

00 

O 

«> 

6.87 

B 

bi 

HOMETOWN 

TYRE 

7.02 

6.-98 

6.83 

7.04 

— 

6.88 

7.00 

7.14 

B 

Bi 

AGE 

7.19 

6.92 

7.05 

6.86 

6.78 

6.73 

7. 14 

g 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.34 

7.04 

7.03 

6.86 

6.72 

6.92 

6.82 

ifjjf 

g 

d 

GRADE 

7.45 

7.06 

6.99 

6.81 

6.88 

6.93 

7.00 

Ml 

B 

d 

QTAS 

m 

7.18 

7.18 

7.02 

6.88 

6.91 

mi 

B 

EDUCATION 

7.11 

6.98 

6.90 

6.97 

7.13 

B 

FATHER1  S 

education 

7.01 

6.95 

6.96 

6.98 

7.06 

6.98 

m 

B 

COMPONENT 

6.99 

6.98 

HI 

i8j(! 

iiii 

illllfl 

■  i 

1111 

B 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.93 

7.02 

111 

■Ill 

Ill jjj 

BM 

■ill 

■i 

fl 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.04 

6.89 

■i 

lilli 

■g 

— 

B 

separate 

RATIONS 

6.86 

7.04 

— 

bb 

—1 

Mg 

mu 

t 

B 

NS 

d.  comments: 


A.  DESCRIPTION  *. 

food  no.  :  403  mean  rating:  6,96 

name:  corn  Flakes  STD.  deviation  :  1 . 60 

•  ,  .  PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  69 

CLASS:  Cereal  s 

SUB  CLASS  (•*) :  Cold  FORM  NO. :  2 

NO.  RATING  :  2801 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  0.  2 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previ ous-i dent i cal :  7.33 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  A  T  E  GORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  sionif.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

7,06 

6.92 

6.98 

6.94 

6f94 

60  66 

m 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.79 

6.74 

6.77 

7.18 

6.99 

7.22 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

O 

O 

6.97 

6.94 

6.93 

6.94 

■ 

6.96 

6.99 

6.82 

m 

AGE 

7.01 

6.85 

6.97 

6.89 

7.02 

6.99 

7.10 

HB 

■ 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.27 

6.94 

6.82 

6.72 

7.16 

6. 96 

7.03 

BB 

B 

GRADE 

7.38 

| 

6.85 

6.83 

6.88 

6.94 

7.18 

B 

GT  AS 

7.18 

O 

o 

7.10 

6.98 

6.63 

B 

a 

EDUCATION 

6.97 

7.01 

6.90 

6.95 

B 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.99 

7.04 

mm 

wm 

B 

Bl 

COMPONENT 

6.93 

7.01 

Mil 

11 

1 _ 

BB 

llllill 

B 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.99 

6.93 

— i 

Sill 

■i 

BH 

■HI 

B 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.92 

7.01 

im 

— 

H 

mm 

■III 

mm 

fl 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.01 

6.92 

■Sill 

— I 

1— 1 

mm 

■■ 

B 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previous  survey;  Background  effects  not  analyzed. 


DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  NO. :  402 

MEAN  RATING  : 

6.44 

NAME!  Hot  Whole  Wheat  Cereal 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

2.02 

CLASS:  Cereal  s 

PERCENTILE  RANK  ; 

46 

SUBCLASS  («):  Hot 

FORM  NO. : 

5 

NO.  RATING  : 

2623 

RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  *. 

%  NOT  TRIED  ; 

3.2 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

CATEGORY 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  signif.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.47 

gg 

6.44 

6.30 

6.62 

6.48 

6.46 

6.38 

■ 

g 1 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.65 

6.36 

6.59 

6.21 

6.45 

6.38 

■ 

H 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.50 

6.45 

6.49 

6.47 

m 

6.51 

6.38 

6.28 

■ 

Bi 

AGE 

6.71 

6.46 

6.39 

6.48 

6.24 

6.14 

6.43 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.94 

6.42 

6.40 

6.39 

6.39 

6.27 

6.32 

J§||| 

g 

Dh 

GRADE 

7 . 06 

BO 

6.46 

6.32 

6. 36 

BBS 

6,18 

g 

dh 

GTAS 

6.37 

6. 47 

6.40 

6.56 

6, 40 

6.36 

— I 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6.47 

6. 41 

6.53 

6a  66 

■ 

FATHERS 

EDUCATION 

6.29 

6.44 

6.53 

6.49 

6.70 

__ _ 

6.  32 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.46 

6.45 

■Si 

■SI 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.44 

6.45 

■M 

■■■ 

g| 

m 

BBBIM 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.42 

6.48 

W 

— 

■■ 

■ 

/ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

BHI 

6.42 

H 

IHSMIH 

— 

■ 

d.  comments: 
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A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  404  MEAN  RATING  *.  6.02 

name:  oatmeal  std. deviation  :  2.1 7 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  26 

class:  Cereal  s 

SUBCLASS  (M):  Hot  FORM  NO. :  4 

NO.  RATING  :  2707 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  1.2 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous -identical :  6.13 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 


C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  B  6  T  B  SIONIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

on 

5.99 

5.95 

6.00 

6,09 

6.14 

6.14 

6.05 

a 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.09 

6.09 

5.98 

5.84 

5.92 

Ha 

a 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.00 

6.02 

6c  06 

6.15 

5.90 

MB 

a 

AGE 

6.14 

ra 

m 

oa 

m 

5.91 

6. 12 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.55 

5.85 

5.78 

. ■■ 

60 1 1 

5.83 

6.04 

■I 

dh 

GRADE 

5.96 

__ 

WSBStm 

5.98 

BBBB 

aa 

X 

GT  AS 

m 

m 

6. 1 1 

5.99 

m 

6c  1  2 

§  § 

a 

EDUCATION 

HH 

6.11 

HH 

| 

5.58 

a 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5.86 

oa 

60  06 

a 

COMPONENT 

mmmm 

wMmm 

5.79 

MB 

HH 

MM 

PlPf 

a 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6C  04 

m 

MM 

m 

sai 

— 

m 

a 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.96 

6.13 

its 

HH 

mi 

as 

Bill 

a 

mm 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

mmm 

MiIsm 

Umm BM 

5.97 

BIB 

iff* 

III 

— 

■1 

mM 

a 

o.  comments:  p  revi ous  survey?  Background  effects  not  analyzed. 


a.  description  : 

FOOD  NO.:  405  MEAN  RATING  *.  5-80 

NAME:  cream  of  Wheat  STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.06 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  1  9 

class:  Cereals 

SUBCLASS  (•*)  :  Hot  FORM  NO. :  6 

NO.  RATING  :  2634 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  2.3 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS: 

Previous-identical:  5*80 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.62 

5.61 

5.94 

5.79 

5.96 

5.94 

5.74 

5.48 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.68 

5.97 

5.91 

5.73 

5.66 

5.89 

5.79 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5*69 

5.92 

5.81 

5.83 

5.87 

5  *86 

5.70 

5.77 

■ 

AGE 

6.08 

5.72 

5.81 

5.69 

5.69 

5.94 

5.66 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.21 

5.88 

5.67 

5.83 

5.76 

5.74 

5.69 

■ 

dh 

GRADE 

6.23 

6.09 

5.59 

5.70 

5.90 

5.74 

5.75 

m 

d 

GTAS 

5.71 

5.64 

5.93 

5.87 

5.77 

5.77 

iill 

EDUCATION 

5.90 

5.77 

5.70 

5.87 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5.90 

5.82 

5.79 

5.88 

5.62 

5.68 

COMPONENT 

5.84 

5.69 

i 

MM 

HI 

1111 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.79 

5.82 

ffif 

HU 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.78 

5.84 

1— 

Wm 

(SBl 

ill 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.84 

5.76 

iilllllllllllll 

• . :  :  . 

— 

w 

— 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previ  ous  survey :  Region,  Hometown  &  Education:  no  effect, 
agrees;  Age:  D  0.85^  disagrees;  L.O.S.:  no  effect,  disagrees. 


209 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  503 

MEAN  RATINO  * 

6.76 

NAME:  Applesauce  Cake 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

1.73 

class:  Desserts 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

59 

sub  class  (••) :  Cakes 

FORM  NO. : 

1 

NO.  RATINO  *. 

2622 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

7.1 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  *. 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY  0 


I  2  3  4  S  G  7  8  SIGNIF,  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.  87 

6.92 

6.68 

6, 67 

6.62 

6.72 

6.74 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6. 62 

6.79 

iza 

oa 

6.80 

a 

m 

mi 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

m 

6.92 

6.71 

6.73 

6.70 

6.70 

■ 

m| 

AGE 

7.03 

6.75 

6.84 

EH 

Hffi 1 

i— 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7,  39 

6.93 

6.72 

6.47' 

IB 

GRADE 

BBI 

6.93 

6.75 

6.54 

ebs| 

|||jj|Sj 

GT  AS 

m 

6.66 

6.75 

Q9 

eg 

— 

111111 

■ 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6.  85 

60  68 

6.84 

Dl 

■ 

FATHER'S 

EDUCATION 

6.69 

6.89 

6.83 

6.75 

6.  56 

■ 

m| 

'  -\  -  . . 

COMPONENT 

6.72 

6.88 

■II! 

■1111 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.85 

ffPP 

mi 

— 

HR 

mu 

B 

mi 

LIVE  IN 

barracks 

6.81 

6. 66 

— i 

■i 

mil 

B 

m| 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

n 

6.81 

mil 

— ■ 

B 

m| 

D.  COMMENTS 


a.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  504 

MEAN  RATING  *. 

7.43 

NAME!  Chocolate  Cake 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

1 . 60 

class:  Desserts 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

88 

SUB  CLASS  (es) :  Cakes 

FORM  NO.: 

4 

NO.  RATING  ’. 

2740 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

0. 1 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous -identical :  7.67 

Present-simi 1 ar: 

Devil's  Food  Cake  7.28 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


CATEGORY 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.54 

7.40 

7.52 

7.40 

7.59 

7.28 

7.21 

7.39 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.33 

7.35 

7.58 

7.46 

7.36 

7.46 

7.63 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.31 

7.56 

7.22 

7.35 

7.54 

7.54 

7.58 

7.55 

■ 

AGE 

7.96 

7.58 

7.44 

7.34 

6.95 

6.78 

6.93 

P 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

8.07 

7 . 69 

7.56 

7.38 

7.02 

7.05 

6.89 

Pip 

D 

GRADE 

8.23 

7.74 

7.60 

7.31 

6.96 

6.98 

6.99 

— 

p 

D 

GT  AS 

7.32 

7.49 

7.39 

7.38 

7.45 

7.52 

j§P§§ 

■ 

EDUCATION 

7.28 

7.67 

7.38 

7.47 

7.26 

B 

FATHER’  S 

EDUCATION 

7.42 

7.51 

7.60 

7.40 

7.21 

B 

COMPONENT 

7.36 

7.65 

. 

B 

US 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.24 

7.59 

■MB 

8891 

PP 

— 

p 

S 

LIVE  IN 
BARRACK^ 

7.54 

7.24 

■Hi 

Htf 

p 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.19 

7.56 

— 

p 

NS 

D.  COMMENTS!  Previ ous  survey;  Region  &  Hometown:  no  effect,  agrees; 

Age:  D  1.02,  agrees;  L.O.S.:  D  1.06,  agrees;  Education:  no  effect, 

di sagrees. 
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A.  DESCRIPTION  : 

FOOD  NO. :  505 

NAME;  Devil's  Food  Cake 

class:  Desserts 
SUBCLASS  (•»):  Cakes 


MEAN  RATING*.  7.28 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.52 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  82 

FORM  NO.  *.  1 

NO.  RATING  *.  27  94 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  1  «  \ 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS 

Previ ous-simi 1 ar : 

Chocolate  Cake  7.67 


Present-simi  1  ar : 

Chocolate  Cake  7.43 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS 


CATEGORY 


FATHER’ S 

education 


7.31 


COMPONENT  7  #  2k 


MARITAL 

STATUS 


7.16 


7.35 


7.13 


D.  COMMENTS 


LIVE  IN 
BARRACKS 


SEPARATE 

RATIONS 


7.38 


7.38 


7.16 


7.36 


7.36 

7.23 

1 1 

7.32 

7.35 

7.58 

7.35 

7.19 

7.44 

7.27 

7.24 

7.22 

7.36 

. 

7.13 

7.10 

6.96 

7.31 

7.25 

6.97 

7.06 

7.37 

7.18 

7.07 

7.03 

7.31 

7.25 

7.36 

7.42 

7.22 

7.34 

7.52 

7.32 

7.28 

7.29 

CXI 

O 

8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


a.  description: 

FOOD  NO.:  506  MEAN  RATING  :  7 . 0  3 

NAME:  Marble  Cake  std.  deviation  :  1.55 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  72 

class:  Desserts 

subclass  Us):  Cakes  form  NO.:  3 

NO.  RATINO  :  2688 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  4.  6 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  POODS: 


C.,  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  A  T  E  0  0  R  Y 


I  2  3  4  8  8  7  8  SIGNIF,  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.96 

7.03 

7.13 

6.92 

7. 14 

7.02 

6. 97 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.91 

7.08 

7.01 

7.05 

6,98 

7.11 

7.11 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.99 

7.05 

7.02 

6.  97 

7.06 

6.93 

7.25 

7.29 

■ 

AGE 

7.40 

7.17 

7.11 

6,  87 

6.  66 

6.79 

6.63 

— 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.70 

7.19 

7.09 

6.89 

6/83 

6. 64 

6.  69 

— 

B 

D 

GRADE 

7.86 

7.33 

7.01 

7 . 02 

6.  80 

6.66 

6.68 

yyj 

D 

GTAS 

7.19 

6.98 

7.00 

6.98 

7.03 

7.11 

— 

■ 

EDUCATION 

7.11 

6. 98 

6.97 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.06 

7.00 

7.12 

7.08 

6.81 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.01 

7.09 

' 

jjjlf 

IB8B 

HI 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.87 

7.18 

■HI 

BB 

■■ 

— 1 

H 

S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.12 

6.88 

— ■ 

I  By 

■ii 

g 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.89 

7 . 1 3 

■■ 

■HI 

mi 

NS 

D.  comments: 


a.  description: 

FOOD  NO.:  508  MEAN  RATINO  *.  7. 39 

name:  Peach  Upside-Down  Cake  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1  , 44 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  86 

CLASS:  Desserts  'V;r 

SUB  CLASS  (••) :  Cakes  FORM  NO. :  6 

NO.  RATINO  ;  26OO 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  3.  8 

B.  RATIN8S  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previ ous- i den ti cal ;  7.54 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 

1234  567  6  SIGNIF,  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7  0  26 

7.26 

7.50 

7.41 

7.42 

7.39 

7.33 

7.29 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.53 

7.34 

7.36 

7.50 

7.44 

7.29 

7.03 

|| 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.29 

7.33 

7.39 

7.38 

■ 

AGE 

7.71 

7.43 

7.49 

7.21 

■ 

7.10 

7.20 

7.09 

— 

B 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.92 

7.54 

7|28 

7.03 

7.16 

7.16 

MM 

D 

GRADE 

7.93 

7.68 

7,40 

7,21 

7.12 

7.22 

Mi 

gg 

H 

D 

GT  AS 

7.20 

7.43 

B 

7.34 

7.41 

7.30 

■ 

EDUCATION 

7.44. 

7.34 

B 

7.46 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.43 

7.50 

7.34 

7,35 

7.18 

7.27 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.35 

7.47 

■HI 

I— 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.28 

7.48 

■111 

Hi 

IBiM 

■HI 

— 

BHn 

Q 

S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.43 

7.32 

MM 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

mm 

M 

MB 

— 

g 

NS 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previ ous  surveys;  Region,  Hometown  &  Education;  no  effect, 
agrees?  Age;  no  effect,  disagrees?  L.O.S'y;  D  0.60,  agrees. 


a.  description: 


FOOD  no.  :  542 

MEAN  RATING  *. 

7. 47 

NAME!  Raspberry  Shortcake 

STD.  DEVIATION  *. 

1.60 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

89 

class:  Desserts 

SUB  CLASS  (es) :  Cakes 

FORM  NO.  *. 

5 

NO.  RATING  '. 

2608 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

3.8 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.32 

7.42 

7.47 

7.43 

7.47 

7.50 

7.69 

7.50 

■ 

Bi 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

?.06 

7.43 

7.28 

7.79 

7.25 

7.54 

7.39 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.45 

7.60 

7.57 

7.37 

7.36 

7.41 

7.56 

7.59 

■ 

BI 

AGE 

7.89 

7.61 

7.58 

7.33 

7.08 

6.79 

7.07 

B 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

8.04 

7.79 

7.62 

7.33 

7.1 1 

6.94 

7.02 

B 

D 

GRADE 

8. 1 1 

7.81 

7.59 

7.46 

7.1 1 

6.98 

7.14 

B 

D 

GT  AS 

7.38 

7.54 

0 

7.47 

7.47 

7.42 

7.52 

■ 

EDUCATION 

7.59 

7.40 

7.36 

7.67 

.... 

■ 

FATHER’ S 

EDUCATION 

7.42 

7.49 

7.49 

7.61 

7.50 

7.21 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.39 

7.71 

g 

US 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.62 

■Mi 

■» 

■■ 

— 

SSI 

S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.55 

7.33 

M 

B 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.32 

7.54 

■W 

B 

NS 

d.  comments: 


MEAN  RATINO  :  6.72 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.71 
PERCENTILE  RANK  :  57 

PORM  NO. :  4 

NO.  RATINO  :  2638 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  3.6 

8.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-identical:  7.16 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.73 

BPBI 

6. 55 

6,  81 

6.86 

6.68 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.59 

6.57 

6.63 

6.64 

6.81 

6.71 

6.88 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.77 

6.90 

6.63 

6.  63 

6.86 

6.58 

6.52 

6.75 

■ 

AGE 

7®P8 

6.69 

6.72 

6.  58 

6.45 

6.55 

Hum 

d 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.30 

6.82 

6.70 

6.28 

6.47 

6.52 

i— 

d 

GRADE 

6.98 

6.  67 

6.47 

6.55 

H 

D 

GT  AS 

6.83 

6.65 

6.79 

6,65 

pm 

RmH 

6.83 

HI 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6.81 

6.71 

6.73 

6.59 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.83 

6.82 

EB 

6.65 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.70 

6.75 

sill 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

m 

6.  80 

— 

SSI 

g§||| 

§IS8 

B 

S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.75 

6.64 

lllli 

itM 

— ■ 

B 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.64 

6.76 

BUB 

MM 

B 

0.  COMMENTS;  Previous  survey:  Region,  Hometown  &  Education:  no  effect 
agrees;  Age:  D  1,20,  agrees;  L.O.S, :  D  0.66,  agrees. 


a.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  507 

NAME!  Spice  Cake 

class:  Desserts 
SUBCLASS  (es):  Cakes 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  517  MEAN  RATING  t  6.  91 

NAME:  Gingerbread  STD,  DEVIATION  :  1 . 66 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  68 

FORM  NO. :  7 

NO.  RATING  t  2596 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  2.5 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-identical:  6.78 
Previous-similar: 

Gingerbread  with  Lemon  Sauce  7.07 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


CATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.03 

6.85 

7.03 

6.70 

6.92 

129 

6.98 

7.01 

■ 

Bi 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.83 

6.86 

6.67 

6.70 

7.07 

6.99 

7.32 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.89 

6.87 

6.  87 

6.95 

6.90 

6.99 

6.82 

E29 

■ 

Bi 

AGE 

7.31 

6.99 

6.90 

6.75 

6.57 

6.43 

6.64 

m 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.47 

7.08 

6.89 

6.88 

6.76 

6.49 

6.54 

| 

D 

GRADE 

7.51 

7.23 

6.86 

6.85 

6.68. 

6.54 

6.72 

mu 

D 

GTAS 

6.99 

7.04 

6.93 

6,  85 

6.83 

6.94 

■ 

EDUCATION 

7.01 

6.87 

6.83 

6.88 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.88 

6.86 

6.95 

7.04 

6.66 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.90 

6.87 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.76 

7.03 

—IS 

— 

BB 

||||||l|lllll||i 

S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.98 

6.76 

mm 

H 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.77 

6.97 

\  i 

B 

NS 

D.  COMMENTS.  Previ ous  surveys :  Region  &  L.O.S.:  no  effect,  disagrees; 
Hometown  &  Education:  no  effect,  agrees;  Age:  D  0.93,  agrees. 


CLASS:  Desserts 
SUB  CLASS  (e#) :  Cakes 
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a.  description: 


FOOD  NO.  J  513  MEAN  RATING  :  6.77 

name  :  Butterscotch  I cebox  Cooki es  STD.  deviation  :  1.70 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  60 

FORM  NO.  *.  2 

NO.  RATING  :  2489 
%  NOT  TRIED  J  11 . 3 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS: 


class:  Desserts 
SUB  CLASS  (e$) :  C  00k  i  e  s 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 


CATE 

3  4 


GORY 

5  6 


8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.72 

6.72 

6.82 

6.78 

6.89 

6.80 

6.45 

6.66 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.58 

6.81 

6.  92 

6.76 

6.87 

6.  69 

6.84 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.91 

6.76 

m 

6.78 

6,61 

6. 60 

6.74 

■ 

AGE 

7.13 

6.67 

6.70 

_ -j 

ES9 

6.77 

6.81 

6,  58 

8MB 

d 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.19 

6.79 

m 

6.71 

6.59 

6.69 

mm 

IBM 

§§j|(i 

■B 

GRADE 

7.46 

6.78 

m 

| 

6*66 

6.85 

mm 

dh 

GTAS 

6.84 

6.79 

6.92 

6.62 

6.72 

6.7 1 

■ 

education 

6.88 

6.70 

11a 

6.80 

■ 

FATHER’  S 

EDUCATION 

6.  83 

6.70 

6.72 

6.87 

6.70 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.79 

6. 67 

■■■ 

Bill 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.76 

6.76 

jH 

i 

Mi 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.76 

6.75 

1^1 

■■ 

■1 

HUMS 

mi 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.74 

.  ...... . . 

lilililil 

111 

MB 

ms 

■ 

d.  comments: 
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A.  DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  NO. :  502  MEAN  RATING  *.  7 .27 

NAME  :  Brownies  (fudge  cookies)  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.61 

„  PERCENTILE  RANK  1  81 

class:  Desserts 

sub  class  (e>) :  Cookies  form  no.:  7 

NO.  RATING  :  2649 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  0.  6 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS: 

Previous-identical:  7.48 

Previous-similar: 

Browni es  6. 99 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  I 


C  A  T  E  6  O  R  Y 

(  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  signif.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.02 

7.30 

7.39 

OB 

7.37 

CM 

CM 

7.10 

7,44 

[  ■  .  — 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7 . 22 

7.44 

isa 

7.36 

7.30 

LA 

CM 

7.49 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.30 

7.34 

7 . 1 1 

7.36 

7.34 

7.10 

7.41 

■ 

AGE  .... 

7.75 

7.40 

7.37 

7. 13 

6.69 

6.68 

6.77 

B 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

EO 

7.56 

7.31 

7.22 

7.19 

6.62 

6.72 

D 

GRADE 

8. 15 

7.52 

7 . 20 

7.00 

6.59 

6.98 

§jjj|| 

IBS 

D 

GTAS 

7.06 

7.36 

7.30 

7.20 

7,28 

7.26 

education 

7.34 

7.23 

7.28 

7.26 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.28 

7.24 

7.33 

7.32 

7.02 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.22 

7.42 

7jj§§ 

IHB 

■1 

M 

■HI 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.08 

7.43 

P|  1§ 

■1 

■■ 

n 

Bll 

S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.37 

7.09 

■I 

— 1 

■111 

mu 

B 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.08 

7 . 36 

1 

— 

m 

Q 

NS 

Di  COMMENTS:  previous  surveys:  Region,  Hometown,  &  education:  no  effect 
agrees;  Age:  D  0.72,  agrees;  L.O.S.:  D  0.79,  agrees. 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  511 

MEAN  RATING  : 

6.98 

NAME:  Chocolate  Cookies 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

1.60 

class:  Desserts 

SUB  CLASS  (e») :  C  ook  i  e  s 

PERCENTILE  RANK 

70 

FORM  NO. : 

3 

NO.  RATING  : 

2797 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

0,8 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-similar: 

Chocolate  Chip  Cookies  7.61 

o  v 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *, 

CATE  ‘  GORY 


I  2  #  3  4  5  6  7  8  signif.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

a 

6.88 

7 .  10 

7.22 

6.88 

6.73 

7.10 

B 

-  ■  ■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6. 95 

7.00 

7.03 

■ 

:  :4 

-V.09 

6.96 

6.97 

7.05 

B 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.03 

6:97 

7.03 

6.98 

6.97 

6.81 

bb 

7.01 

■ 

AGE 

7.3  V 

7.18 

7.08 

6.81 

6.57 

6.54 

6.55 

B 

D 

«mT 

'£.55 

7.15 

6.86 

mm 

■a 

6.55 

mi 

D 

BB 

7.78 

7.17 

7.10 

|| 

Ea 

6.  56 

6.52 

j§j§ii 

D 

gtas 

7.28 

6.97 

7.00 

mm 

6.98 

6.  85 

f 

■ 

education 

7.10 

6.92 

6.90 

6.96 

■ 

father’s 

education 

6.93 

6.95 

7.13 

7.04 

m 

bb 

a 

COMPONENT 

•6.93 

7.12 

IBR 

■11 

B 

US 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.  82 

7.12 

—I 

— 

li 

■B 

S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.07 

6.82 

— 

Q 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.82 

7.08 

Hi 

B 

NS 

D.  COMMENTS 


a.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  512  MEAN  RATING  :  6,  82 

name:  Coconut  Drop  Cookies  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1 . 7  3 

„  PERCENTILE  RANK  63 

class:  Desserts 

sub  class  (•») :  Cookies  form  no.  :  7 

NO.  RATING  *.  2544 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  4.5 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS: 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


CA  TEGORY 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  signif.  treno 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.48 

6.86 

6.97 

6.67 

6.86 

6.89 

6.77 

6.85 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.89 

6.93 

6.67 

6.62 

7.05 

6.75 

6,  68 

n 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.98 

6.87 

6.73 

6.  85 

6.73 

6.82 

6.48 

6.93 

■ 

AGE 

7.14 

6.75 

6.82 

6.74 

6.59 

6.69 

6.  80 

D 

d 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.33 

6.95 

6.73 

6.72 

6.70 

6.53 

6.70 

IBM 

m 

D 

GRADE 

7.43 

7.12 

6.68 

6.74 

6.63 

6.64 

6.71 

D 

GTAS 

6.68 

7.04 

6.92 

6.  80 

6.80 

6.55 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6.84 

6.83 

6.84 

6.  56 

■ 

FATHER’ S 

EDUCATION 

6.92 

6.  87 

6.87 

6.70 

6.77 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.82 

6.79 

8SS8I# 

HI 

— 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.78 

6.85 

■— 

1— 1 

jfggfS 

— 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.86 

6.75 

Bill 

■in 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.77 

6.85 

HI 

HI 

Ml 

M— 

■ 

d.  comments: 
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A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  HO. :  515 

NAME:  Raisin  Cookies 

class:  Desserts 
SUBCLASS  («•):  Cookies 


MEAN  rating:  6,73 
STD.  DEVIATION  5.1,80 
PERCENTILE  RANK  :  58 

FORM  NO. :  6 

NO.  RATING  t  2659 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  1.6 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS! 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


2 


CATE 

3  4 


GORY 

5  6 


SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6,  80 

6.59 

6.95 

6.72 

6.62 

6.55 

6,70 

m 

j^^jl 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6,51 

7.01 

6.56 

6.72 

6.83 

6.71 

IZ9 

■ 

H 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.76 

6.52 

6.58 

6.75 

6.59 

6.75 

6.89 

■ 

AGE 

7,07 

6.78 

6.63 

6.62 

Q 

1 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7,32 

6.87 

6,50 

EES 

6.58 

mi 

Q 

GRADE 

7.35 

O 

O 

N> 

isa 

6.41 

6.52 

6,69 

6.75 

— 

— 

GTA8 

6.58 

6.79 

6.78 

6.61 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6.75 

6.72 

6.74 

QQj 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.  80 

6. 65 

6.67 

6.53 

6.56 

■ 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.73 

6.74 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.66 

6.79 

IMIll 

— 

ilifl 

■Ml 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.76 

6.68 

BUB 

mm 

— 1 

(Mil 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.76 

1 

Ml 

HU 

— 

■■■ 

■ 

d.  comments: 


A.  DESCRIPTION  : 

FOOD  NO. :  516  MEAN  RATING  :  6.72 

name:  Sugar  Cookies  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.56 

n  PERCENTILE  RANK  ;  57 

CLASS:  Desserts 

subclass  («•):  Cookies  form  no.:  7 

NO.  RATINO  '.  2627 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  1.7 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  I 

Previous-identical:  7.35 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6#  60 

6.74 

6.83 

6.65 

6.65 

6. 63 

6.79 

6.66 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.70 

6.76 

6.72 

6.84 

6.68 

6.72 

6.59 

■ 

QQ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.61 

6.77 

6.70 

6.81 

6.72 

6.77 

6. 60 

6.  85 

■ 

QQ 

AGE 

7.19 

6.73 

6.70 

6.48 

6.31 

6.47 

6.63 

1 

1 

DX 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.39 

6.95 

6.66 

6.58 

6.38 

BB 

6.55 

|Q 

d 

GRADE 

7.51 

7.00 

6.66 

— i 

6.47 

6.42 

6.48 

D 

1 

GTAS 

6.47 

6.76 

6.81 

6.69 

6. 69 

6.76 

— 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6.73 

6.68 

6.77 

6.66 

■ 

FATHER’ S 

EDUCATION 

6.62 

6.66 

6.75 

6.  80 

6.58 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.70 

6.77 

—1 

—I 

■i 

— 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.64 

6.77 

■■i 

iM 

|jg§f 

— 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.75 

6.64 

r 

• 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.64 

6.76 

— 

s— 

■ 

D.  COMMENTS,  Previous  survey:  Region,  Hometown,  &  Education:  no  effect, 
agrees;  Age:  D  1.28,  agrees;  L.O.S.:  D  0.67,  agrees. 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  543 

NAME:  Graham  Crackers 

class:  Desserts 

SUB  CLASS  (es) :  Cookies 


MEAN  RATING  *.  6.  64 
STD.  DEVIATION  *.  1  . 58 
PERCENTILE  RANK  :  56 

FORM  NO.  *.  2 

NO.  RATING  *.  27  51 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  2.1 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

CATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6 


6.73  6.72  6. 


6.  60  6. 64 


6.66  6.47  6.56 


6.67  6.68  6. 


6.72 


6, 85  6. 68  6. 49 


6.69  6.74  6.61 


6.76  6.61 


■ 


LIVE  IN 
BARRACKS 


SEPARATE 

RATIONS 


6. 

.56 

6. 

71 

6. 

,74 

6. 

,49 

6. 

73 

60 

55 

6. 

■  77 

6. 

66 

6.53 

6. 

41 

6. 

37 

6. 

59 

6. 

62 

6, 

85 

8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


6.59 


D,  COMMENTS 


A.  DESCRIPTION  : 

FOOD  NO. :  501 

NAME:  Apple  Brown  Betty  (apples 

and  spices,  baked) 

class:  Desserts 

SUB  CLASS  (es) :  Cobblers  &  Pies 
Fruit 


MEAN  RATING  6.88 

bread  std.  deviation  :  1.73 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  66 

FORM  NO. :  3 

NO.  RATING  :  2493 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  10.1 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  *. 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

CATEGORY 


I  2  3  4  S  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.70 

6.93 

6.95 

6.88 

6.93 

6.92 

6.78 

6.59 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.58 

6.94 

6. 94 

iza 

6.95 

6,85 

6.  88 

■ 

HI 

hometown 

TYPE 

6.92 

6.82 

6.85 

6.95 

6.93 

6.70 

6.72 

7.13 

■ 

wn 

AGE 

7.18 

6.78 

6.90 

6.79 

6.78 

6.64 

6.81 

B 

dh 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.60 

6.99 

6.79 

/  6.  66 

6.  67 

6.65 

6.76 

H 

D 

GRADE 

7.73 

7. 17 

6.76 

6.64 

6.74 

6.75 

6.  85 

d 

GT  AS 

6.89 

6.  82 

6.85 

6.86 

6.90 

6.95 

fl 

EDUCATION 

7.01 

6.83 

6.83 

6.82 

B 

FATHER’  S 

EDUCATION 

6.83 

6.99 

6.  90 

6.86 

6.58 

B 

COMPONENT 

6.  85 

6.93 

■BIB 

Kill 

slkiifli 

fl 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.86 

6.88 

IH 

— 

nr  -  v' 

B 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.  88 

6.85 

. 

mmmm 

mm 

fl 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.87 

6.87 

■ 

D.  COMMENTS: 
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a.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  509  MEAN  RATING  I  6.47 

NAME:  Apricot  Gobbler  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1 . 86 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  48 

CLASS:  Desserts 

SUBCLASS  Cobblers  &  Pies  FORM  NO.:  7 

Fruit  NO.  RATING  :  2149 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  1  8..  8 

B,  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS: 

Previous-identical:  5.89 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 


C  A  T  E  6  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  9  6  7  8  signif.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

■  ...  . ...  -  ■  '  -  '■ 

ra 

6.25 

6. 43 

6.56 

6.43 

6.67 

6. 61 

6.56 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.59 

7.06 

6.  80 

mm 

6.26 

6.08 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

Ug 

6. 65 

6.51 

6. 27 

6.48 

6.33 

■ 

AGE 

m 

6.53 

BffiJ 

in 

6.38 

5.86 

6.28 

B 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6„  66 

6. 47 

Blfl 

6.24 

6.08 

6.  20 

|M¥lV|C 

D 

GRADE 

7.02 

WWW 

6.48 

S3 

6.15 

6.29 

6.23 

m 

D 

GT  AS 

6.41 

6.24 

6. 40 

6.57 

mm 

m 

u 

EDUCATION 

m 

6.35 

6.73 

6.74 

fl 

u 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.52 

6.45 

6.56 

6.01 

B 

COMPONENT 

6.49 

— 

■HI 

B 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

isa 

6. 60 

ij|!l|||!l!l 

hRBSHH 

s 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

Q | 

6.40 

B 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.38 

6.51 

m 

■ii 

§ 

B 

D.  COMMENTS!  Previous  survey:  Region:  1  &  2  high,  8  low  1,40,  partially 
agrees;  Hometown:  D  0.77 P  disagrees;  Age  &  Education:  no  effect, 
disagrees;  L.O.S.:  D  O.87,  agrees. 
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DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  NO. :  510 

MEAN  RATING  t 

7.44 

NAME:  Peach  Cobbler 

STD.  DEVIATION  *. 

1.53 

class:  Desserts 

SUB  CLASS  (es) :  Cobblers  &  Pies 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

88 

FORM  NO. : 

4 

F  rui  t 

NO.  RATING  : 

2452 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

10.5 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-identical:  7.33 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

CAT  E  GORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.35 

7.32 

7.45 

7.49 

7.60 

7.43 

7.41 

7.44 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.80 

7.68 

7.84 

7.30 

7.56 

7. 20 

7.15 

| 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.48 

7.42 

7.38 

7.49 

7.46 

7.54 

7.15 

■ 

AGE 

7.61 

7.45 

7.37 

7.44 

7.34 

CO 

CN 

W 

7.50 

■ 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.82 

7.58 

7.26 

7.44 

7.41 

7.34 

7.41 

■1 

Q 

d 

GRADE 

7.89 

7.55 

7.29 

7.36 

7.35 

7.44 

7.56 

dx 

GT  AS 

6.93 

7.37 

7.42 

7.43 

7.51 

7.62 

H 

u 

EDUCATION 

7.39 

7.50 

7.59 

00 

-J- 

■ 

FATHER’ S 

EDUCATION 

7.31 

7.62 

7.46 

7.46 

7.40 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.48 

7.32 

mu 

m 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.50 

7.37 

— 1 

IBiB 

— 

— 1 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.35 

7.58 

i 

l|l!!!lll  i| 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.54 

7.37 

mm 

1 

s 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previ  ous  survey:  Region  &  L.O.S.:  no  Jjfjpfct,  disagrees; 
Hometown  &  Age:  no  effect,  agrees;  Education:  U  0.71,  disagrees. 
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A.  DESCRIPTION  : 

FOOD  NO. :  528 

name:  Apple,  pie 

class:  Desserts 

SUBCLASS  (es):  Cobblers  &  Pies 
Fruit 


MEAN  rating:  7 . 85 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  1  ..34 

PERCENTILE  RANK  ’.  99 

FORM  NO. :  4 

NO.  RATING  :  2745 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  0,1 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previ ous-i dent i cal  :  7.81 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


C  A  T  EGO  R  Y 

12  3  4  5  6  7  6  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

\o 

00 

7.82 

\j 

O 

00 

7.79 

8.01 

7.83 

7.75 

7. 80 

m 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.75 

7.80 

7.99 

7.93 

7.76 

7.81 

8.03 

m 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.80 

7.92 

7.85 

7 . 94 

7.86 

00 

7.92 

AGE 

8. 16 

7.88 

7.71 

7.60 

7.59 

7.70 

B 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

8.33 

7.98 

7.75 

O 

00 

00 

7.67 

7.64 

mu 

a 

D 

GRADE 

8.39 

7.77 

7.75 

7.75 

7.57 

7.71 

a 

D 

GT  AS 

7.85 

7,75 

7.78 

7. 82 

7.87 

7.91 

mm 

■ 

EDUCATION 

7.72 

7.92 

7,87 

7.80 

7.70 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.74 

7.94 

7.91 

7.87 

7.74 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.85 

A 

00 

N3 

— 

— 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.74 

7.92 

BB 

HI 

■1 

S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.90 

7.74 

aB 

— 

B 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.72 

7.91 

mm 

§§|Sg| 

a 

■a 

d.  comments:  p  r evi ous  survey;  Background  effects  not  analyzed. 
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MEAN  RATING  *.  6.  1  3 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  2 . 09 
PERCENTILE  RANK  :  50 

FORM  NO.*.  2 

NO.  RATING  I  2515 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  10*2 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  S  SIGNIF.  TREND 


R 

6.11 

6.09 

6. 13 

6.  20 

6.20 

6.42 

5.86 

5.69 

■ 

REGION 
l  OF 
f  ORIGIN 

6.27 

6.97 

6.29 

6.10 

6.00 

5.79 

5.69 

WBBm 

6.35 

6.21 

6.08 

6. 14 

5.89 

6.05 

6.03 

B3 

■ 

AGE 

6. 60 

6.17 

6.15 

5.89 

5.81 

6.01 

5.88 

am 

g 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.92 

6.22 

6. 1 1 

5.93 

5.79 

5.62 

i  5.97 

M 

g 

D 

GRADE 

6.94 

6.49 

6.05 

5.81 

5.94 

5. 99 

00 

00 

L C\ 

gg 

D 

GTAS 

6.24 

6.33 

6, 04 

6.03 

mm 

6.37 

§§■1 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6. 1 6 

6.08 

6.22 

6. 15 

■ 

FATHER*  S 

EDUCATION 

6.25 

6. 12 

5.93 

6.39 

5.92 

COMPONENT 

BB 

6. 16 

IBB 

■1 

■1 

■1 

111 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.00 

6.24 

■III 

8— ■ 

■1 

B 

B 

m 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.22 

5,97 

1IB 

ilia 

IKI 

IIBSl 

— 

R 

i 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.96 

6.23 

U  lilt 

■i 

BBH 

B 

NS 

0.  COMMENTS:  Previous  survey;  Regions  1  &  2  high,  8  low  1.07,  agrees; 
Hometown:  D  0.72,  disagrees;  Age:  no  trend  1.02,  partial  1 y  agrees ; 
Education:  no  trend,  agrees;  L.O.S. :  D  1.15,  agrees. 
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A.  DESCRIPTION : 

food  No. :  51 4 

NAME:  Apricot  Pie 

CLASS:  Desserts 
SUB  CLASS  (••):  Cobblers  &  Pies 
Fruits 


B;  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-identical:  6.16 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  529 

NAME!  Blackberry  Pie 

CLASS:  Desserts 

SUB  CLASS  (es) :  Cobblers  &  Pies 
Fruit 


MEAN  RATING  :  7.22 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.71 
PERCENTILE  RANK  '.  80 

FORM  NO.  *.  1 

NO.  RATING  :  27  86 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  1.3 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

C  A  T  E  G  O  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SlGNIF.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

O 

CM 

O 

r>. 

7.12 

7.47 

7.23 

- 1 

7.03 

7.14 

7.09 

7.07 

mi 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.05 

7.19 

7.04 

7.26 

7.48 

7.24 

n 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.^3 

7.52 

7.26 

7.15 

7.08 

BB 

6.99 

7.17 

Qj 

D 

AGE 

7. 60 

7.31 

7.27 

7.15 

7.00 

6.73 

6.88 

Q 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.27 

7.18 

7.01 

6.81 

6.92 

B 

D 

GRADE 

7.79 

7.51 

7.28 

7.11 

6.99 

6.87 

7.05 

g 

D 

GT  AS 

7.32 

7.19 

7.14 

7.21 

7.20 

7.39 

B 

EDUCATION 

7.40 

7.15 

7.29 

7.24 

7.43 

B 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.16 

7.34 

7.31 

7.14 

7.25 

7.13 

B 

COMPONENT 

7.19 

7.30 

i _ _ _ ,  • 

. 

■■ 

■HI 
■H  i 

B 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.07 

7.37 

mil 

—I 

IBBl 

S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.31 

7.09 

mi 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.08 

7.32 

NS 

d.  comments: 


a.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  530 

NAME:  Blueberry  Pie 

class:  Desserts 
SUBCLASS  (es):  Cobblers  &  Pies 
F  r  ui  t 


MEAN  RATING  *.  7.13 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.82 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  76 

FORM  NO.  *.  7 

NO.  RATING  :  2626 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  1.7 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  *. 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  AT  E  G  0  RY 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7. 10 

7.29 

7.1  8 

6.89 

7.22 

7.18 

7.12 

7.11 

■ 

BB 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

mm 

7.18 

7.14 

7.37 

7.08 

7. 14 

7.62 

B 

BB 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.27 

7.30 

6.98 

7.07 

6.97 

7.06 

7.02 

7.33 

B 

BB 

AGE 

7.63 

7.31 

7.22 

6.76 

6.71 

6.55 

6.78 

Q 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.9i 

7.44 

7.13 

7.14 

1 

6.53 

6.65 

B 

D 

GRADE 

8.00 

7.49 

7.20 

7.06 

6.68 

6.61 

6.77 

B 

D 

GT  AS 

6.59 

7.18 

6.94 

7.08 

7.22 

7.40 

— 

B 

u 

EDUCATION 

7.21 

7.07 

7.21 

7.14 

B 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7. 12 

7.08 

7.20 

7.26 

_ 

B 

COMPONENT 

7.10 

7.25 

— 

— 

■■ 

B 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.95 

7.29 

BM1 

HI 

I 

1— 

s 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.26 

|jj||B 

•  .  •  •  ;  •• 

iiiii 

B 

1 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.91 

7.26 

bbi 

■I 

B 

NS 

D.  comments: 
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a.  description: 

food  no.  :  534 

NAME:  Mincemeat  Pie 

class:  Desserts 

SUB  CLASS  (es) :  C obb  1  e  r  s 
Fruit 


Pies 


MEAN  RATIN8  '.  6.  08 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.31 
PERCENTILE  RANK  :  29 

FORM  NO.  *.  6 

NO.  RATING  '.  2564 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  5.2 


B.  RATINOS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-similar: 

M i nee  Pie  6.25 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 


REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 


HOMETOWN 

TYPE 


LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 


6.05 


6.17 


6.21 


6.25 


6.39 


COMPONENT  6.09 


6. 14 


MARITAL 

STATUS 


LIVE  IN 
BARRACKS 


5.93.,  6.26  6.10 


5.86  6.17 


6.15  6.16  6.16 


6.03  5.83  6.06 


6.24  5.97  5.77 


6.29  5.98  5.85 


SEPARATE 

RATIONS 


D,  COMMENTS 


5. 

92 

6. 

25 

5. 

99 

6. 

20 

6* 

13 

6. 

06 

6. 

28 

6s 

,25 

6  SIGNIF.  TREND 


6. 


A.  description: 

food  no.:  538 

MEAN  RATING  : 

7.19 

NAME!  Peach  Pie 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

1.41 

class:  Desserts 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

79 

SUBCLASS  (•»):  Cobblers  &  Pies 

FORM  NO. : 

3 

Fruit 

NO.  RATING  : 

2  802 

%  NOT  TRIED  I 

0.6 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS*. 

Previ ous- i dent i cal :  7.69 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 


CATEGORY 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.83 

7.37 

7.27 

•  - 

7.29 

7.07 

6.93 

6.89 

Q 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.28 

7.16 

7.25 

7.20 

7.49 

7.00 

6.87 

g 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7 . 47 

7.33 

7. 1 1 

7.10 

7.06 

7.02 

7.04 

7.02 

g 

D 

AGE 

7.46 

7.10 

7.17 

7.24 

7.03 

7.05 

7.13 

M 

g 

dh 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.73 

7.21 

7.13 

6.99 

7.13 

7.03 

7.11 

— 

g 

dh 

GRADE 

7.81 

7.38 

7.10 

7.08 

7.00 

7.09 

7.20 

D 

GT  AS 

6.97 

7.24 

7.24 

7.26 

7.16 

7 . 1 1 

' 

EDUCATION 

7.25 

7.20 

•?fe. 

7. 03 

7.12 

FATHER'S 

EDUCATION 

7.28 

7.27 

7.27 

7.12 

7.23 

7.01 

COMPONENT 

7.18 

7.22 

HI 

9IB 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.18 

7.19 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.21 

7.13 

mm 

— 

■■ 

mil 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7- 1 5 

7.20 

— 

Him 

— 

1 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previ ous  survey:  Region:  no  effect,  disagrees;  Education: 
no  et'fect,  agrees.  Hometown:  no  effect,  disagrees;  Age:  D  0.54,  agree 
L.O.S.:  D  0,65,  agrees. 
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a.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  536 
NAME:  Rhubarb  Pie 

class:  Desserts 
SUB  CLASS  (es) :  Cobblers  &  Pies 
Fruit 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


MEAN  RATINO  :  5 . 30 
STD.  DEVIATION  *.  2 . 53 
PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  7 

FORM  NO. :  1 

NO.  RATING  :  2304 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  1  8.  3 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

C  A  T  E  S  O  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  S  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.42 

5.39 

ra 

5.35 

Ba 

5.30 

5.03 

5. 15 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

m§ 

4.95 

5.85 

5.58 

5. 12 

4.99 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.70 

5.57 

n 

5.30 

5.09 

4.63 

5.37 

D 

AGE 

m 

5.05 

5.49 

5.31 

5.14 

5.28 

5.23 

mi 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

■ang 

■flH 

ra 

5.32 

5.20 

5. 17 

5. 15 

GRADE 

5.79 

5.21 

5.38 

MfHH 

m 

5.23 

5.10 

■  l 

GTAS 

■5. '37 

5.37 

5. 14 

ra 

5.21 

5.56 

•  ‘  :  ■  ■  : 

EDUCATION 

5.25 

5.37 

5.44 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5-17 

B3 

■ 

5.30 

5. 18 

5.14 

COMPONENT 

5.27 

5.38 

Hll 

H 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.18 

5.39 

— ■ 1 

m 

IMi 

imu 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5. 36 

5.17 

I111I1111HH 

■Hi 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.23 

| 

■111 

Iflfl 

i 

d.  comments: 


a.  description: 


food  no.  :  537 

MEAN  RATING  : 

6.46 

NAME:  Rhubarb  and  Strawberry  Pie 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

2.  24 

CLASS:  Desserts 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

48 

subclass  (e$) :  Cobbl ers  &  Pies 

FORM  NO. : 

2 

Frui  t 

NO.  RATING  : 

2388 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

14.9 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SI6NIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.50 

6.50 

6.46 

6.  60 

6.52 

6.27 

6.17 

6.53 

■ 

HI 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

BIB 

6.34 

6.68 

6.52 

6.58 

6.39 

6.17 

■ 

HI 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.73 

6.50 

6.49 

6.37 

6.33 

BB 

on 

6.49 

■ 

Hi 

AGE 

6.75 

6.61 

6.  66 

6.35 

BB 

5.97 

5.96 

' 

n 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.16 

6.  85 

6.  55 

aa 

6.55 

5.94 

5.96 

D 

GRADE 

7.32 

6.84 

6.52 

6.27 

Bn 

6.17 

6.03 

D 

GT  AS 

6.76 

6.64 

6.69 

6.18 

6.40 

6.46 

B 

d 

EDUCATION 

6.40 

6.33 

6,  60 

B 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.70 

6.55 

6.29 

6.45 

6.39 

B 

COMPONENT 

6.40 

6. 69 

B 

US 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.24 

6.67 

s 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.  63 

6.20 

i— 

g 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

am 

6.67 

ms 

NS 

D.  comments: 


MEAN  rating:  7.28 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  1 .82 
PERCENTILE  RANK  I  82 

FORM  NO.*.  3 

NO.  RATING  '.  27  80 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  1.5 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.92 

cm 

oo 

w  • 

7.41 

7.22 

00 

* 

7.51 

6.90 

7.44 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.54 

7.1 1 

7.34 

7.05 

7.44 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.54 

7.60 

7.45 

7.18 

7.17 

7.03 

6.72 

Q 

D 

AGE 

7.49 

7.14 

7.16 

7.23 

7.40 

■ 

7.44 

7.22 

■ 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.62 

7.10 

7.16 

7.19 

7.25 

7.19 

7.38 

X 

GRADE 

7.18 

7.23 

7.04 

7.19 

7.39 

BEB 

X 

GT  AS 

7 .49 

1 

7.26 

7.36 

7.30 

■ 

7 . 27 

6.99 

■ 

EDUCATION 

7.32 

7.13 

6.  80 

Q 

D 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

na 

7.43 

7.38 

7.13 

7.02 

_ - _ i _ 

#.23 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.29 

7.25 

MB 

■III 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7 . 30 

-3* 

CM 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.23 

7.34 

MB 

1— 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.33 

7.24 

« 

a.  description: 
food  no.  :  531 

NAME:  Gocossut  Cream  Pie 

class:  Desserts 

sub  class  (es) :  Cobblers  &  Pies 

Cream  or  Meringue 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  *. 


D.  COMMENTS 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


food  no.  :  535 

NAME:  Pineapple  Cream  Pie 
class:  Desserts 

SUBCLASS  (es):  Cobblers  &  Pies 
Cream  &  Mer i ngue 


MEAN  RATING  :  7.08 

STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.77 
PERCENTILE  RANK  :  74 

FORM  NO. :  6 

NO.  RATING  :  2562 
%  NOT  TRIED  *.  5.4 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  *. 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  t 

CAT  E  6  0  R  Y 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

isa 

7.02 

7.27 

7.09 

6.98 

6. 97 

7.01 

7.08 

■ 

HI 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.26 

7.11 

7.08 

7.07 

7.25 

6.85 

6  ,  86 

H 

n 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.13 

6.98 

7.07 

7.00 

7.08 

7 . 20 

7 .09 

7.00 

■ 

hi 

AGE 

7.44 

7.07 

7.10 

6.80 

6.97 

6, 95 

6.95 

—S 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.63 

7.31 

7.00 

6.  89 

6.82 

6. 96 

6.96 

Q 

D 

GRADE 

7.64 

7.39 

7.04 

6.78 

6.96 

6.94 

7.01 

Q 

d 

GT  AS 

7.33 

7.02 

7.23 

7.19 

6.93 

6.83 

S— 

B 

d 

EDUCATION 

7.37 

7.00 

7.13 

7.04 

B 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.28 

7.1 1 

7.08 

7.00 

6.70 

7.05 

B 

COMPONENT 

7.06 

7.12 

■» 

Ml 

m 

B 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.03 

7.12 

IBB 

M 

fgf§| 

LIVE  IN 

8ARRACKS 

7.08 

7.07 

HI 

B 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.04 

7.10 

1 

IB 

WIM 

llllllllfllll 

D.  comments: 


237 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  532 

MEAN  RATING  : 

7.13 

name:  Chocolate  Meringue  Pie 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

1.73 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

76 

class:  Desserts 

SUB  class  (es) :  Cobbler  &  Pies 

FORM  NO.  *. 

1 

Cream  &  Meringue 

NO.  RATING  *. 

2713 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

3.8 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-similar: 

Chocolate  Cream  Pie  7.55 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

CATEGORY  ( 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.12 

7.22 

7.12 

7.04 

7.18 

7.09 

7.03 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.26 

7.09 

7.30 

7.1  8 

7.19 

7.10 

pju 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.28 

7.1  8 

7.21 

6.96 

7.03 

6.93 

7.04 

■ 

AGE 

7.57 

7.04 

7.12 

7.02 

7.04 

7.01 

6.87 

d 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.69 

7.32 

7.01 

7.05 

7.10 

7.05 

D 

GRADE 

7.77 

7.30 

7.12 

mu 

7.02 

7.13 

7.12 

1 

d 

GTAS 

7.01 

6.93 

7.06 

7.31 

7.14 

7.08 

WMMmwm 

■ 

EDUCATION 

7.27 

7. 16 

7.00 

7.12 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.33 

7.22 

7.16 

7.06 

7.06 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.12 

7.16 

111 

■ I 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.09 

7.16 

■III 

Sill 

— 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.12 

7.15 

1— 

HI 

■II 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.15 

7.1 1 

• 

II  III 

1 

■1 

■ 

D.  comments: 


218 


a.  description: 

pood  no.  :  533 

NAME:  Lemon  Meringue  Pie 

class:  Desserts 
SUBCLASS  (e»):  Cobblers  &  Pies 
Cream  &  Meringue 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  J 

Previous-identical:  7.48 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKOROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


GAT  E  G  0  R  Y 

12  3  4  6  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7,60 

7.59 

7.57 

7.60 

7.68 

HQ 

7.77 

R«HON 

7.61 

7.63 

7. 35 

7.69 

7 .57 

7,78 

a 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.61 

7. 63 

7 . 50 

7.59 

7.57 

7.69 

7.61 

HQ 

a 

AGE 

7.92 

7.65 

7.52 

7.54 

7.42 

7. 47 

HQ 

MBM11 

Hi 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

8.02 

7.68 

7.63 

7.52 

7.48 

aa 

7 . 34 

MUM 

mi 

KH 

GRADE 

J  ■ ■  1  . 

8. 13 

7.68 

7.63 

■7.55 

HQ 

an 

HQ 

a 

EH 

GTAS 

7.39 

7.44 

7.68 

7.69 

HQ 

— ■ 

■■ 

Q 

■B 

education 

7.67 

7.57 

7.42 

HQ 

FATHER1  S 

EDUCATION 

7.63 

7.66 

7.70 

7.56 

7.51 

7.44 

7 . 60 

7.58 

llBli 

MM 

Jt§S 

BBI 

■1 

■— 

a 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

m 

7.61 

— i 

HE 

HH 

Mil 

Sllfj 

a 

BB 

LIVE  IN 
BARRACKS 

7.59 

7.61 

MB 

111 

■Hi 

BBS 

m 

BB 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7. 57 

7.60 

MB 

— 

MM 

IHI 

BH 

a 

BB 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previ  ous  survey  :  Background  effects  not#analyzed. 


MEAN  RATING  *.  7.59 
STD.  DEVIATION  *.  1 . 63 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  93 

FORM  NO. :  5 

NO.  RATING  :  2698 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  0.7 


A.  DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  NO.:  518  MEAN  RATINO  7 . 7  0 

name:  Ice  Cream  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.31 

'  PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  95 

CLASS:  Desserts 

SUBCLASS  (n):  Ice  Creams  FORM  NO.:  4 

NO.  RATINO  :  2746 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  0.1 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  *. 

Previous-identical:  8.26 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

CATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  6  6  7  B  SIONIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.74 

7.65 

7.85 

7.66 

7.76 

7 . 60 

7.58 

7.53 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.59 

7.63 

7.70 

■ 

7.76 

7.78 

7.70 

7.61 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.67 

7.74 

7.50 

7.78 

7 . 87 

7.79 

7.68 

■ 

AGE 

8. 03 

7.61 

7.75 

7.63 

7 . 54 

7.44 

7.55 

§jgjff 

gg 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

8. 17 

7.85 

7.68 

7.58 

7.33 

7.52 

dx 

... 

GRADE 

8.19 

7.97 

7.68 

7.52 

7.59 

B9 

7.55 

ill  HI 

g 

d 

GTA8 

7.71 

7.72 

7.71 

7 . 65 

7.79 

; 

■ 

EDUCATION 

7.63 

7.78 

7.69 

^ .  ■ . 

7.67 

QQj 

gi 

FATHER*  S 

EDUCATION 

7.67 

7.86 

7.83 

7.68 

7.57 

g 

COMPONENT 

7.67 

7.79 

■11 

nm 

111 

■1111 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.65 

7.75 

IBM 

■II 

HU 

§§ig§ 

— 

8SSIS 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.74 

7.65 

111! 

— ■ 

III 

■I 

iHS 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.63 

7.74 

■I 

— 

mm 

mi 

■ 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previ ous  survey:  Region,  Hometown  &  Education:  no  effect, 
agrees;  Age:  no  effect,  disagrees;  L.O.S.:  D  0.64,  agrees. 


A.  DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  NO. :  519  MEAN  RATINO  :  7.33 

name:  Chocolate  Ice  Cream  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.74 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  84 

CLASS:  Desserts 

SUB  class  (••) :  Ice  Creams  FORM  NO. :  5 

NO.  RATINO  :  27  1  3 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  0  .  2 

B.  RATINGS  FOB  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previ ous-i dent i cal :  7.56 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATE  6  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  3  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.34 

7.34 

7.30 

7.39 

7.26 

7.28 

7.37 

7.31 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.02 

7.23 

7.43 

7.41 

7.15 

7.61 

7.47 

g 

Ml 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.22 

7.36 

7.33 

7.37 

7.24 

7.40 

7.45 

7.49 

■ 

I 

AGE 

7.85 

7.35 

7.40 

7.35 

6.84 

7.11 

6.72 

■i 

g 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

8.01 

7.65 

7.52 

7.06 

7.09 

6.68 

6.97 

1— 

g 

D 

GRADE 

8. 10 

7.65 

7.45 

7.16 

6.92 

6.98 

7.18 

11 

g 

D 

GT  AS 

7.31 

7.36 

7.30 

7.30 

7.36 

m 

— 

■ 

EDUCATION 

7.45 

7.30 

7.16 

7.42 

■ 

FATHER1  S 

EDUCATION 

7.25 

7.34 

7.47 

7.40 

7.39 

_ 

. 

6.99 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.26 

7.61 

SSI 

■MB 

■  s 

Hi 

g 

US 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.18 

7.49 

— 

HI 

iM 

BUM 

Hi 

■■ 

g 

s 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.43 

7.18 

— 

■HI 

Hi 

jgllll 

— 1 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.17 

7.43 

BB 

MB 

BMBBI 

?  Hi 

Ej 

gggi 

■9 

0.  COMMENTS:  Previ  ous  survey;  Background  effects  not  analyzed. 


A.  DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  NO.  :  520 

NAME:  Cher ry  Gel ati n 

class:  Desserts 

SUB  CLASS  les) :  Gelatins 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS 


MEAN  RATING  :  6.35 

STD.  DEVIATION  :  1  .  jk 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  43 

FORM  NO. :  6 

NO.  RATING  '.  2389 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  11.7 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 


HOMETOWN 

TYPE 


LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 


6.42 


5.  84 


9 


6.83 


6.88 


6.9 


6. 


EDUCATION 


FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 


6.  22 


COMPONENT  6.28 


MARITAL 

STATUS 


LIVE  IN 
BARRACKS 


SEPARATE 

RATIONS 


6.  12 


6.4 


2 


11 


CATE 
2  S  4 


6.34  6. 


6.71  6.32 


6.32  6.42 


6.46  6. 


6.71  6.45  6.15 


6.72  6.39  6.23 


6.36  6.40 


6.52  6.26 


6.45  6.26  6.44 


6.51 


6.55 


6. 18 


6.46 


GORY 


6 

.18 

6 

.45 

6 

.27 

5 

.93 

5.94 

1 

.24 

6.37 

E 

.29 

6.2 

.3 

6.i 

^7 

B 

3 

5.5 

>3 

5.? 

57 

6.2 

.4 

6.41 

8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


3 


6.09 


a.  description: 


FOOD  NO.l  522 

NAME:  Lemon  Gelatin 

CLASS:  Desserts 
SUBCLASS  (as):  Gelatins 


MEAN  RATINO  :  6.26 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.76 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  37 

FORM  NO. :  2 

NO.  RATINS  :  2485 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  11.3 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


CATE  <3  0  R  Y 

I  2  S  4  6  B  7  B  SIQNIF.  TREND 


— 

6.38 

6.23 

6.29 

6.25 

6.36 

6.22 

6.09 

HIBI 

B 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6. 1 1 

6.37 

6.30 

6.27 

6.25 

6.24 

6.30 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.17 

6.14 

6.27 

6.24 

6.25 

6.37 

6.49 

6.30 

■ 

g§ 

AGE 

6.65 

6.27 

6.29 

6. 14 

6. 12 

5.93 

6,03 

■— 

g 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

9ERVICE 

6.89 

OB 

6.26 

6.00 

6.  22 

6.02 

5.99 

m 

D 

GRADE 

6.97 

6.62 

6. 19 

6. 15 

mm 

5.97 

Qb| 

BMH 

g 

■ 

GTA9 

5.88 

6.34 

6. 45 

6.15 

6.21 

6.34 

M 

§§§8 

■ 

BB 

education 

6.37 

bb 

gg 

FATHER1 9 

EDUCATION 

6.23 

6.21 

6.28 

6.43 

6.09 

■ 

gn 

COMPONENT 

6.22 

6.36 

MARITAL 
STATU 9 

6.09 

6.42 

I|P| 

g 

m 

LIVE  IN 

barracks 

6.39 

6.06 

g 

m 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.06 

6.39 

B— i 

g 

MB 

d.  comments: 


243 


a.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  523  MEAN  rating:  5.73 

name:  Lime  Gelatin  STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.01 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  1  6 

CLASS!  Desserts 

SUB  class  (es) :  Gelatins  FORM  NO.:  3 

NO.  RATING  :  2476 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  M.9 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS: 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  ATE  G  O  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.47 

5-72 

5.87 

5.68 

5.76 

5.69 

5.65 

5.81 

1 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.27 

5.98 

5.94 

5.76 

5.65 

5.78 

5.89 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.58  : 

5.  to  . 

5.57 

5.77 

5.63 

5.87 

6.03 

5.99 

■ 

AGE 

6.09 

wxm 

5.87 

5.83 

5.08 

5.22 

5.56 

m 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.32 

5.93 

6.03 

5.57 

5.40 

5.10 

5.41 

HI 

D 

GRADE 

6.48 

5.97 

5.98 

5.62 

5.49 

5.22 

5.35 

Q 

D 

GT  AS 

5.79 

5.60 

5.73 

5.83 

5.77 

• 

:  ;  /  :•  •;  . 

■ 

EDUCATION 

5.80 

5.71 

5-71 

5.83 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5.69 

5.69 

5.75 

5.  80 

' 

5.55 

■ 

COMPONENT 

5.66 

6.03 

■I 

■i 

mu 

m 

— 1 

US 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.54 

5.87 

i!!!!!llll!l! 

S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.95 

5.43 

w 

B 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.45 

5.94 

— 

Q 

NS 

D.  COMMENTS: 


MEAN  RATING  :  6,31 

STD.  DEVIATION  :  1,73 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  40 

FORM  NO. :  4 

NO.  RATING  :  2507 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  8.4 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


CATEGORY 

|  2  3  4  5  6  7  B  SIONIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6,58 

6.16 

6.41 

B9 

6.57 

6.25 

hb 

6„  1 6 

H 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6. 06 

6.47 

6,28 

6.43 

6.28 

6.35 

6.38 

H 

BB 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.25 

6.26 

6.31 

6.25 

BB 

6.37 

6.38 

HB 

AGE 

6.71 

6.34 

6.42 

6. 06 

5.87 

ED 

hb 

B 

EH 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.86 

6.48 

6.39 

6.  22 

5.78 

6.29 

6.00 

BIBB 

B 

GRADE 

6.93 

6.55 

6.45 

1181 

6.14 

HI 

5.95 

IBB 

D 

GTAS 

6. 46 

6.45 

6.51 

6.37 

W 

hh 

1111 

mu 

d 

EDUCATION 

6.56 

6.28 

6.30 

6.17 

Wi 

FATHER’ S 
EDUCATION 

6. 18 

6.34 

6.43 

6.26 

bb 

hb 

BB 

6.35 

■ 

aa 

COMPONENT 

6.28 

6.44 

BB 

■HI 

HI 

iHf 

BBI 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.21 

6.43 

HI 

aw 

|  •;  §§| 

Him 

■ill 

iBH 

H 

3 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.40 

6.18 

am 

■H 

■a 

— 

jjjjjjj 

B 

he 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.14 

6.42 

an 

— ■ 

MBMi 

m 

IBH 

g 

NS 

D.  comments: 


245 


A.  description: 

food  no.  :  524 

NAME:  Orange  Gelatin 

CLASS:  Desserts 

SUB  CLASS  (••) :  Gelatins 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  *. 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  525  MEAN  RATING  '.  6.  62 

NAME!  Raspberry  Gelatin  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.70 

„  PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  56 

class:  Desserts 

SUB  CLASS  (es)  '.Gelatins  FORM  NO. :  5 

NO.  RATING  '.  2403 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  11.4 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  *. 

Present-si  mi  1 ar : 

Raspberry  Jello  6.50 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CAT  E  G  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.  56 

6. 69 

6.67 

BB 

6.65 

6.53 

6.64 

6.64 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.  20 

6.74 

6.  63 

6.82 

6.38 

6.69 

6.69 

| 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.53 

6C  60 

6.67 

6.58 

6.54 

6.70 

6.71 

6.75 

■ 

AGE 

6.96 

6.81 

6.  56 

6  c  60 

6.25 

. 

6.12 

6.41 

d 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.17 

6.86 

6.71 

6.47 

6.32 

6.29 

6.27 

Q 

D 

GRADE 

7.28 

6.77 

6.75 

6.50 

6.  20 

6.  36 

D 

GT  AS 

6.62 

6.  69 

6. 66 

6.63 

'  - ; — 

6.55 

. 

6.59 

— 

■Bill 

■ 

education 

6.67 

6.60 

B 

B 

■ 

FATHER’  S 

EDUCATION 

6.  56 

6.73 

6.62 

6.67 

6.  62 

6.38 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.58 

6.70 

llllllllllll 

flBl 

■111 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.49 

6.73 

■HI 

M 

8(1 

8— 

■11 

llll 

g 

S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.70 

6.48 

■B 

fli 

B 

I 

separate 

RATIONS 

6.47 

6.72 

— 

■HI 

— 

NS 

d.  comments: 


A.  DESCRIPTION  : 

FOOD  NO.  *.  526  MEAN  RATINO  *.  6.  6 1 

NAME:  Raspberry  Gelatin  with  Bananas  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1 . 89 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  55 

class:  Desserts 

SUBCLASS  (#•):  Gel  ati ns  FORM  NO.:  2 

NO.  RATING  :  2372 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  15.3 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-similar: 

Raspberry  Jello  with  Bananas  7.64 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

C  A  T  E  0  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6. 66 

6.55 

6, 66 

6. 66 

6.71 

6.51 

6.36 

6.65 

H 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

eh 

6.76 

6.53 

6.  64 

wm 

6.81 

6.34 

H 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6. 66 

6.63 

6.55 

6.54 

6.62 

6.59 

6.69 

6.45 

■ 

AGE 

7.02 

6.58 

6.  52 

6.44 

6.36 

6.48 

6.74 

HU 

■9  S 

IHKilu 

X 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.22 

6.72 

6.57 

6.40 

6.51 

6.23 

6.49 

SB 

g 

D 

GRADE 

7.38 

6.82 

6.52 

6.36 

6.42 

6.55 

6.54 

g 

d 

GT  AS 

m 

6.53 

6.71 

6.52 

6.63 

6.57 

— i 

mm 

H 

EDUCATION 

6.86 

6. 56 

6.43 

6.73 

H 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.68 

6.64 

6.44 

6.78 

6.49 

H 

COMPONENT 

6.  60 

6.  62 

illlll 

nu 

HI 

■III 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

m 

6.70 

— 

jjjjjjj 

IBM 

§§§§§ 

■■ 

HHl 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

60  66 

6.52 

um 

ill 

SHI 

H 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.53 

6. 66 

■Mil 

— 

BBBBB 

— 

D.  comments: 


247 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  no.  :  527 

MEAN  RATING  V 

6.61 

NAME:  Strawberry  Gelatin 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

1.74 

class:  Desserts 

SUBCLASS  (es):  Gelatins 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

55 

FORM  NO.: 

1 

NO.  RATING  : 

2659 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

5.9 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  *. 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 


C  A  T  E  GORY 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.57 

6.64 

6.87 

6.52 

6.62 

6.30 

6.44 

6.62 

g 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.59 

6.42 

6.57 

6.71 

6.81 

mi 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.79 

6.66 

6.68 

6.53 

6.64 

6.46 

6.20 

6.81 

■ 

D 

AGE 

6.95 

6.71 

6.63 

6.  56 

6.29 

6.40 

6.33 

m 

B 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.08 

6.91 

6.71 

6.44 

6.41 

6.37 

6.  32 

mm 

HI 

D 

GRADE 

7.19 

6.85 

6.71 

6.50 

6.32 

6.44 

6.38 

B 

D 

GT  AS 

7.15 

6.73 

6.82 

6.74 

6.40 

6.44 

WBit: 

B 

D 

EDUCATION 

6.82 

6.62 

6.44 

6.41 

■ 

D 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.76 

6.71 

6.55 

6.57 

6.52 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.57 

6.81 

— 

mi 

mi 

nm 

■I* 

■ 

US 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.50 

6.72 

’ 

/V 

s 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.71 

6.47 

ill 

m 

mm 

iii 

B 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.46 

6.72 

— ■ 

IBIMI 

B 

NS 

D.  comments: 


a.  description: 


FOOD  no.:  521 

MEAN  RATINO  *• 

6.50 

NAME:  Raspberry  Jello 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

1 . 80 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *. 

51 

CLASS:  Desserts 

SUBCLASS  (•«):  Gelatins 

FORM  NO. : 

6 

NO.  RATINO  *. 

2654 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

2.0 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Present-simi 1 ar : 

Raspberry  Gelatin  6.62 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

CATEGORY 


I  2  3  4  B  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.60  . 

Esn 

6.64 

6.39 

6.55 

6.42 

6.75 

6.41 

I 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.97 

6.75 

6.52 

6.72 

6.29 

6.73 

6.43 

Q 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.38 

6.40 

6.56 

6.47 

6.44 

6.55 

6.78 

6.71 

AGE 

6.99 

6.62 

6.  64 

6. 15 

6.05 

5.93 

6.39 

■ill 

| 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.07 

6.78 

6.68 

6.36 

5.90 

6. 1 1 

—■ 

m 

D 

GRADE 

7.05 

6.87 

6,  60 

6.38 

6. 1 6 

ED 

6.30 

D 

GTAS 

6.46 

6.37 

6.59 

rrm 

6.46 

99 

im 

HI 

EDUCATION 

6.57 

6.44 

6.59 

6.67 

H 

FATHER*  S 

EDUCATION 

6.47 

6.58 

6.37 

6.57 

6.33 

6.48 

H 

COMPONENT 

6.42 

6.72 

1SB88 

SiEi 

— 1 

HU 

Hi 

H 

US 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.69 

W 

■Bill 

m 

HI 

■is 

II* 

S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.62 

6.  32 

■■ 

its 

m 

■■ 

iBSi 

g 

■ 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.29 

6.62 

■R 

MM 

— 

mw 

— 

NS 

D.  comments: 


249 


A.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  1204 

MEAN  RATING  : 

6.43 

NAME!  Bread  Pudding 

STD*  DEVIATION  l 

2.01 

CLASS!  Desserts 

SUBCLASS  (••):  Puddings 

PERCENTILE  RANK  l 

45 

FORM  NO.: 

1,5,6 

NO.  RATING  : 

7796 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

5.4 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-identical:  6.42 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  t 

C  A  T  E  G  O  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  S  7  8  signif.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.58 

Ha 

aa 

6.39 

6.39 

6,42 

6.39 

6.22 

■ 

- — «j 

.■  : 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.47 

6.38 

6.62 

6.34 

6.41 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.57 

6.54 

6.43 

6.45 

6.43 

6.27 

6.  20 

6.33 

(N 

D  , 

AGE 

6.56 

6.33 

6.23 

6.39 

6.59 

6, 63 

6.59 

mm 

q 

X 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.90 

6.30 

_ : _ 1 

m 

6.23 

6.46 

6,  60 

6,59 

HU 

Q 

X 

GRADE 

7.41 

Ha 

m 

6. 12 

6.48 

6,62 

60  66 

Bi 

X 

GTAS 

6.67 

6.49 

6.32 

6.25 

gSM 

M 

D 

EDUCATION 

6. 60 

6.42 

6.42 

6.19 

H 

D 

FATHER’ S 

EDUCATION 

D 

6.57 

6.45 

6.44 

6.13 

6.35 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.47 

BUI 

■■ 

Hi 

■■ 

H 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.54 

6.32 

— 

am 

aa 

MB 

nip 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.33 

6.57 

— 

IMi! 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

m i 

6.34 

— 

■IB 

— 

mi 

— 

S 

D.  COMMENTS!  Previous  survey:  Region:  no  effect,  agrees;  Hometown, 
Education,  &  L.O..S.:  no  effect,  disagrees;  Age:  D  1.12,  disagrees. 


a.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  540  MEAN  RATING  '  5.96 

NAME:  Cottage  Pudding  (cake  pudding)  STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.04 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  23 

CLASS:  Desserts 

SUB  CLASS  (e*) :  Puddings  FORM  NO.:  2 

NO.  RATING  ••  2408 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  14.1 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 

I  2  9  4  5  6  7  8  signif.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.99 

5.99 

6.03 

6.02 

6.00 

5.96 

5.43 

5.83 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.97 

ISB 

6.02 

5.95 

6.02 

5.71 

5.94 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.09 

5.98 

on 

6.02 

5.98 

5.81 

5.89 

5.48 

■ 

B | 

AGE 

6.01 

5.96 

5.88 

5.88 

5.97 

6.15 

5.98 

•"  :  ' .  :  ; 

■ 

length 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.35 

6.05 

5.77 

5.75 

BB 

5.76 

6.05 

— 

X 

GRADE 

6.  36 

BB 

5.76 

5.76 

6.08 

5.97 

5.97 

■■ 

■ 

d 

GTAS 

5.82 

5.73 

6. 10 

5.89 

5.95 

6. 06 

■ 

education 

5.96 

5.88 

6.10 

6.01 

■ 

FATHER*  S 

EDUCATION 

6. 17 

5.90 

5.86 

6.07 

5.89 

■ 

COMPONENT 

5.95 

5.98 

mi 

sits 

Ill 

■■ 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.97 

5.93 

m 

HU 

mm 

B— 

illl 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.97 

5.92 

1BBB 

■I 

mm 

fjfjfjg 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.92 

5.99 

■in 

1 

m 

smi 

— 

■ 

d.  comments: 


251 


A.  DESCRIPTION  : 

FOOD  NO. :  541 

name:  Tapioca  Pudding 

CLASS:  Desserts 

SUB  CLASS  (es) :  Puddings 


mean  rating:  6.86 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.88 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  65 

FORM  NO.  *.  5 

NO.  RATING  *.  2485 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  8.3 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  V 


CATE  G  0  R  Y 

3  4  5  6 


8 


SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.77 

n 

6.77 

6.89 

6.95 

6.88 

6.89 

6.86 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.54 

7.14 

7.11 

7.08 

6.35 

7.03 

6.97 

H 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.76 

6.90 

6.77 

6.77 

6.77 

7.05 

O 

o 

r-- 

■ 

AGE 

7. 19 

6.89 

6.93 

6.87 

6.48 

6.53 

6.55 

B 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.36 

6.99 

7.00 

6.71 

6.29 

6.47 

6.62 

Qgjj 

d 

GRADE 

7.48 

7.00 

6.90 

6.87 

6.55 

6.  56 

6.59 

D 

gtas 

m 

6,48 

6.72 

6.89 

6.97 

6.92 

•••; '  i 

B 

u 

EDUCATION 

6.89 

6.79 

6.87 

7.06 

B 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.73 

7.08 

6.88 

6.84 

7.02 

B 

COMPONENT 

6.  80 

A 

o 

o 

_ _ ' _ ; 

’ 

j  ' 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.73 

6.97 

H 

mi 

NS 

Hfp 

;  • 

B 

s 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

m 

6.77 

■■I 

■911 

B 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.75 

6.92 

■■ 

iWj 

BB 

B 

o.  comments: 


252 


a.  description: 


FOOD  NO. :  606 

MEAN  RATING  : 

8.03 

NAME:  Assorted  Fresh  Fruits 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

1.08 

class:  Fruits 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

99 

subclass  (es):  Fresh 

FORM  NO. : 

2 

NO.  RATING  : 

2795 

%  NOT  TRIED  ; 

0.2 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CAT  EGORY 

12  3  4  8  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.95 

8.04 

8.00 

8.04 

8, 10 

8.04 

8.09 

7.91 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.89 

8.22 

8.02 

8.09 

7.99 

8.07 

8.04 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.98 

7.97 

8.0? 

8.05 

7.98 

8.14 

7.99 

8.18 

AGE 

8.22 

8.03 

8.03 

7,94 

7.89 

8.10 

7.82 

| 

d 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

8.15 

8.07 

8.03 

8.03 

7.91 

7.90 

7.94 

MB 

GRADE 

8.20 

8.05 

8.02 

8.03 

7.91 

| 

8. 1 1 

iSK 

G  T  AS 

7.57 

7.87 

8.04 

8.03 

8.12 

8. 10 

■III 

H 

U 

EDUCATION 

7.97 

8.06 

8.03 

8,08 

FATHER1  S 

EDUCATION 

7.97 

7.98 

8.03 

"  ■  ' 

8. 13 

8.09 

7.96 

COMPONENT 

8.03 

7.99 

— 

■1 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.97 

8.07 

11 

— 

j§jg 

■■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

8.05 

7.99 

8811 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

8.00 

8.03 

Is- 

— l 

■HI 

d.  comments: 


253 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  60 1 

NAME :  Avocados 

class:  Fruits 
SUBCLASS  (es):  Fresh 


mean  rating:  5.54 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.39 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  1  2 

FORM  NO. :  5 

NO.  RATING  '.  1  934 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  28.4 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


CATEGORY 


8  SIGNIF,  TREND 


a.  description: 

food  no.  :  602 

NAME :  Bananas 

class:  Fruits 
sub  class  (es) :  Fresh 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS 


MEAN  RATING  :  7.59 

STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.34 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  93 

FORM  NO. :  4 

NO.  RATING  *.  2745 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  0.1 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  5 

C  AT  E  G  O  RY 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.51 

7.46 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.65 

7.75 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.63 

7.60 

AGE 

• 

00 

7.61 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.90 

7. 66 

. 

GRADE 

7.95 

7.69 

GT  AS 

7.51 

7.72 

EDUCATION 

7.48 

FATHER1  S 

EDUCATION 

7.61 

7.76 

COMPONENT 

7.58 

7.64  | 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.59 

7.59  | 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.56 

7.64  | 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.60 

7.58  j 

3 


7.67 


7.62 


7.47 


7.53 


7.59 


7.61 


7.56 


7.69 


7.60 


4 


7.64 


8  SIQNIF.  TREND 


7.60 


7.50 


7.48 


7.42 


7.59 


7.62 


7.63 


7.66 

7.51 

7.57 

7.51 

7.52 

7.67 

7.46 

7.40 

7.65 

7.64 

7.55 

7.35 

7.67  7.36  7.40 


7.44  7.60  7.45 


7.50  7.45  7.60 


7.56  7.64 


7.53  7.28 
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a.  description: 

food  no.  :  603 

MEAN  RATING  : 

7.38 

name:  Cantaloup 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

1.81 

class:  Fruits 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *. 

85 

subclass  (es) :  Fresh 

FORM  NO. : 

1 

NO.  RATING  : 

2751 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

2.8 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-identical;  7.75 
Previous-similar; 

Cantaloup  (Mush  or  Muskmel on)  7.86 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

CATEGORY 


12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.38 

7.44 

PfPjf 

7.39 

7.18 

7.42 

7.25 

7.24 

■ 

m 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.55 

7.60 

7.49 

7.16 

7.54 

7.38 

n 

v"  ■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

1A2 

7.41 

7.31 

7.34 

7.44 

7.43 

7.46 

■ 

AGE 

7.27 

7,21 

m 

7.30 

7.62 

7.58 

7.69 

■ 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.17 

7.32 

7.28 

7.48 

7.41 

7.67 

u 

GRADE 

7.50 

7.29 

7.38 

7.46 

7.60 

7.62 

B 

GT  AS 

7.36 

B9 

7.48 

7.44 

7.41 

■ 

EDUCATION 

7.26 

7.35 

7.68 

7.43 

7.63 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.46 

7.42 

7.27 

7.40 

7.29 

COMPONENT 

7.41 

7.28 

mi 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.43 

7.33 

III! 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.42 

BB 

— 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.42 

7.34 

m 

illlli 

■■ 

. 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previ ous  survey;  Background  effects  noti  a n ci  1  yze'd. 


A.  description: 


food  no.  :  605 

MEAN  RATING  : 

5.52 

name:  Oates 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

2.25 

class:  FTui  ts 
sub  class  (es) :  Fresh 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

1 1 

FORM  NO. : 

3 

NO.  RATING  : 

2501 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

5.4 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  6  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.55 

5.56 

5.61 

5.43 

5.81 

5.53 

5.32 

5.04 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.23 

5.64 

5.07 

5.28 

5.61 

PUB 

5.60 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.50 

5.72 

5.52 

5.44 

5.80 

5.53 

5.19 

5.38 

■ 

AGE 

5,6? 

EUS 

5.38 

5.68 

5.34 

5.56 

6.26 

g 

X 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.90 

. 

5.29 

5.50 

HI 

5.40 

5.30 

5.83 

umi 

X 

GRADE 

5.98 

5.48 

5.58 

5.22 

BB 

5.71 

5.73 

D 

X 

GT  AS 

5.67 

5.40 

5.62 

5.60 

m 

■5.69 

■ 

EDUCATION 

5.60 

5.48 

5.48 

5.60 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5.72 

5.56 

5.58 

5.39 

_ 

5.29 

■ 

u 

COMPONENT 

5.55 

5.48 

m i 

11 

11 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.58 

5.50 

w 

IBB 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.54 

5.53 

IM 

§§§H 

liiiplll 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.54 

5.54 

WM 

iBIliB 

D.  COMMENTS: 


A.  DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  NO. :  607  MEAN  RATING  :  6.31 

NAME:  Nectarines  STD.  deviation  :  1 . 85 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  40 

CLASS:  Fruit 

SUB  CLASS  (es) :  Fresh  FORM  NO. :  6 

NO.  RATING  :  1  857 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  31-0 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  t 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATE  G  0  R  Y 


12  3  4  9  6  7  8  signif.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.67 

6.03 

B9 

6.26 

6.30 

6.27 

6.59 

6.42 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.20 

7.04 

6.56 

5-91 

6.26 

in 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.05 

6. 1 1 

m 

6.42 

6.25 

6.22 

6.73 

m 

u 

AGE 

6.55 

6.43 

m 

6.19 

5.97 

5.94 

BB 

bb 

d 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.97 

wwm 

6.37 

BB 

5.93 

5.99 

— 

E9 

D 

GRADE 

7.03 

6.53 

6.35 

6.22 

5.96 

6.05 

6.  27 

iis 

B 

GT  AS 

5.88 

60  06 

isa 

6.49 

7.00 

— 

Q 

u 

EDUCATION 

6.04 

6.27 

6.58 

6.73 

H 

u 

FATHER’S 

education 

6. 1  2 

6.27 

6.24 

BB 

BB 

6. 10 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.25 

6.43 

1118 

— 

■111 

■1 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.08 

6.53 

Wm 

iiHi 

BB 

■SI 

mi 

,  s 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.44 

6.  12 

— 

Mi 

ill!! 

HM 

mi 

Q 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.1 3 

ESB 

■ill 

■ 

NS 

d.  comments: 


258 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  60  8 

MEAN  RATING  : 

7.53 

NAME:  Oranges 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

1.30 

class:  Fruits 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

91 

sub  class  (es) :  Fresh 

FORM  NO. : 

5 

NO.  RATING  : 

2714 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  *. 

Previous-identical:  7.74 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

0. 1 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.66 

7.57 

7.48 

7.53 

7.49 

7.45 

7.63 

7.58 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.46 

7^64 

7.36 

7.62 

7.56 

7.51 

7.52 

■ 

gi 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.39 

7.57 

7.56 

7.57 

7.58 

7.56 

7.61 

7.41 

■ 

H 

AGE 

7.72 

7.63 

7.61 

7.44 

7.17 

7.32 

7.37 

g 

d 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.73 

7.80 

7.65 

7.38 

7.31 

7.31 

7.30 

d 

GRADE 

7.80 

7.73 

7.58 

7.55 

7.32 

7.30 

7.37 

g 

D 

7.56 

7.45 

7.56 

7.50 

7.56 

B 

■ 

EDUCATION 

7.48 

7.49, 

7.63 

7.79 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.54 

7.47 

7.58 

7.63 

7.69 

7.27 

g 

COMPONENT 

7.47 

7.64 

PPB 

■I 

B 

US 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.44 

7.61 

1B1B1 

iSSi 

$JM| 

S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.59 

7.43 

HU 

in 

B 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.43 

7.60 

bb 

am 

B 

NS 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previous  survey;  Region,  Hometown  &  Educati on;  no 
effect,  agrees;  Age:  D  0.67,  agrees;  L.O.S.s  D  0,58,  agrees. 
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a.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  610 

MEAN  RATING  *. 

7.67 

NAME:  Pears  (Fresh) 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

1.40 

class:  Fruits 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

94 

sub  class  (es) :  Fresh 

FORM  NO. : 

7 

NO.  RATING  ’. 

2657 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

0.3 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

C  ATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SI6NIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.53 

7.77 

7.66 

7.61 

7.73 

7.73 

7.74 

7.53 

■ 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.42 

7.80 

7.63 

7.55 

7.69 

7.74 

7.69 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.68 

7.70 

7.57 

7.74 

7.63 

7.93 

7.74 

■ 

AGE 

7.82 

7.79 

7.72 

7.62 

7.46 

7.60 

7.25 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

8.07 

7.81 

7.69 

7.63 

7.61 

7.32 

7.41 

111! 

D 

D 

GRADE 

7.97 

7.93 

7.67 

7.67 

7.52 

7.44 

7.41 

IIBM 

D 

m 

7.36 

7. 80 

7.63 

7.70 

7.67 

7.71 

■ 

EDUCATION 

7.71 

7.67 

7.69 

7.78 

. 

. 

■ 

FATHER’  S 

EDUCATION 

7.57 

7.75 

7.73 

7.77 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.66 

7.71 

■I 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.59 

7.75 

— 

H 

jjjjjjf 

* 

S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.72 

7.59 

BBI 

iiiif 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.60 

7.72 

■ 

D.  COMMENTS: 


a.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  612  mean  rating:  7.54 

name:  watermelon  std.  deviation  :  1.56 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  92 

class:  Fruits 
subclass  (es) :  Fresh 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  t 

Previous-identical:  7.99 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

CATEGORY 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.22 

7.54 

7.68 

7.54 

7.61 

7.44 

7.40 

7.45 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.71 

7A6 

7.67 

7.51 

7.69 

7.43 

7.36 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.63 

7.69 

7.60 

7.43 

7.36 

7.48 

7.53 

7.50 

■ 

AGE 

7.76 

7.67 

7.58 

7.51 

7.40 

7.08 

7.05 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.85 

7.74 

7.58 

7  *  §§ 

7.42 

743 

7.22 

D 

GRADE 

7.92 

7.70 

7.63 

7.50 

7.37 

7.34 

7.05 

Q 

D 

GT  AS 

7.47 

7.58 

7.56 

7.52 

7.53 

7.48 

■ 

EDUCATION 

7.57 

7.55 

7.56 

7.46 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.54 

7.57 

7.62 

7.48 

7.46 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.48 

7.72 

1 

HI 

H 

US 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.46 

7.60 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.60 

7.44 

lllilililii 

■19 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.44 

7.59 

■ 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previ ous  survey:  Region,  Hometown,  &  Education:  no 

effect,  agrees;  Age:  D  0,77,  agrees;  L.O.S.:  no  effect,  disagrees. 


FORM  NO. :  7 

NO.  RATING  :  2644 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  0.9 


/ 

a.  description: 

FOOD  no.  :  611  mean  rating:  5.38 

name:  Rhubarb  std.  deviation  :  2.45 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  8 

class:  Fruit 

sub  class  (es) :  Canned  or  Prepared  form  NO.:  6 

NO.  RATING  :  2227 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  17.6 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-identical:  5,30 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  A  TEG  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  signif.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.96 

5.11 

5.34 

m 

5.48 

5.35 

5.54 

5.05 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

4.70 

5.75 

5.52 

5.01 

5.46 

5.76 

Q 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.59 

5.38 

5.36 

5.45 

5.22 

5.22 

5.04 

■ 

AGE 

5.35 

5.33 

5.47 

5.18 

5.32 

5.38 

5.55 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

ra 

5.40 

um&m 

5.42 

5.41 

■ 

GRADE 

5.62 

El 

5.46 

5.17 

5.23 

5.32 

5.61 

■ 

B 1 

G  T  AS 

5.23 

5.25 

5.35 

5.35 

5.39 

■ 

■1 

EDUCATION 

5.46 

5.32 

5.35 

5.42 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5.22 

5.56 

5.27 

5.34 

5.32 

. 

COMPONENT 

5.36 

5.41 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.30 

5.44 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.39 

5.34 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.42 

5.41 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previ  ous  Survey:  Regions  5  high,  1  &  6  low  0.99,  disagrees  % 
Hometown;  D  0,81,  agrees ;  Age,  Education,  &  L.O.S.:  no  effect, 
agrees. 
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a.  description: 


FOOD  NO. :  604 

MEAN  RATING  : 

6.52 

NAME:  Canned  Cherries 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

1,74 

class:  Fruits 

PERCENTILE  RANK  t 

52 

sub  class  (es) :  Canned  or  Prepared 

FORM  NO. : 

1 

NO.  RATING  : 

2796 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

1.1 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  ATE  6  0  R  Y 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.69 

6.43 

6.74 

6.41 

6.57 

6.29 

6.50 

6.41 

H 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.26 

6.30 

6.79 

6.54 

6.69 

6. 65 

5.92 

g 

hometown 

TYPE 

6.66 

6.57 

6.56 

6.53 

6.26 

6.40 

6.23 

6.49 

■ 

AGE 

6.98 

6.58 

6.58 

6.19 

HR 

6.22 

Q| 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.07 

6.72 

6. 65 

6.49 

HR 

hr 

6.17 

D 

GRADE 

7.21 

6.74 

6.63 

6.46 

6.21 

6.31 

6.15 

D 

D 

n 

6.62 

6.56 

6„  56 

6.53 

m 

6.45 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6. 67 

6.48 

6.55 

6.43 

■ 

FATHER'S 

EDUCATION 

6.52 

6.58 

6.55 

6.56 

6.22 

6.76 

6.46 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.50 

6,67 

M 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.38 

6.68 

.  .  '  ,:|  m(  • 

S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6,  66 

6.36 

■1 

H 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.32 

6. 66 

iliilli 

HU 

B 

NS 

d.  comments: 
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A.  DESCRIPTION  : 
food  no.  :  613 

name:  Grapefruit  (Canned  Sections) 
class:  Fruit 

SUB  class  (es) :  Canned  or  Prepared 


MEAN  RATING  t  6.49 
STD.  DEVIATION  l  2.04 
PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  50 

FORM  NO. :  2 

NO.  RATING  2764 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  1.7 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previ ous-simi 1 ar 
Grapefruit  (Canned)  6.68 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


C  A  T  E 
3  4 


GORY 

5  6 


8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 


6.88 


6.58 


6.42 


6.50 


6.39 


6.37 


6.64 


6.33 


REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 


6.05 


6.51 


6.62 


6.43 


6.50 


6.57 


6.62 


HOMETOWN 

TYPE 


6.34 


6.43 


6.38 


6.52 


6.49 


6. 60 


6.65 


6.76 


AGE 


6, 61 


6.46 


6.56 


6.51 


6.34 


6.35 


6.35 


LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 


6.72 


6.67 


6.53 


6.31 


6.41 


6.39 


6.31 


GRADE 


6.70 


6.55 


6.47 


6.56 


6.39 


6.42 


6.35 


GT  AS 


6.26 


6.28 


6.36 


6.51 


6.58 


6. 66 


EDUCATION 


6.28 


6.48 


6.75 


6.70 


* 


FATHER'  S 
EDUCATION 


6.31 


6.32 


6.45 


6.58 


6.77 


6.58 


COMPONENT 


6.46 


6.57 


MARITAL 

STATUS 


6.40 


6.56 


LIVE  IN 
BARRACKS 


6.53 


6.42 


SEPARATE 

RATIONS 


6.41 


6.54 


D.  COMMENTS 


A.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  609 

MEAN  RATING  : 

7.55 

name:  Peaches  (Canned) 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

1.28 

class:  Fruit 

SUBCLASS  (es):  Canned  or  Prepared 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

92 

FORM  NO.  : 

3 

NO.  RATING  : 

2808 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

0. 5 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-identical:  7.92 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CA  TEGORY 

I  2  3  4  S  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.56 

7.62 

7.63 

7.52 

7.59 

7.48 

7.31 

7.49 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.40 

7.51 

7.44 

7.51 

7.71 

7.54 

7.58 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.63 

7.63 

7.56 

7.45 

7.52 

7.51 

7.57 

7.60 

■ 

AGE 

7.77 

7.58 

7.49 

7.62 

7.43 

7.33 

7.46 

d 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.86 

7.64 

7.53 

7.49 

7.49 

7 .42 

7.44 

d 

GRADE 

7.86 

7.71 

7.56 

7.55 

7.39 

7.44 

7.38 

■ 

0 

G  T  AS 

7.54 

7.59 

7.59 

7,67 

7.51 

7.35 

■ 

EDUCATION 

7.61 

7.59 

7.46 

7.45 

FATHER*  S 

EDUCATION 

7.62 

7.61 

7.60 

7.50 

7.54 

7.45 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.56 

7.55 

111 

■1 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.50 

7.60 

w 

a 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.62 

7.45 

111! 

■HI 

m 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.47 

7.61 

■■ 

NS 

0.  COMMENTS:  Previous  survey:  Background  effects  not  *  arcs l^z-e#* 
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A.  DESCRIPTION  : 

FOOD  NO.:  720  MEAN  RATING  :  7 .43 

NAME:  Fried  Eggs  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1 .61 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  88 

class:  Main  Dishes 

SUB  CLASS  (es) :  Eggs  &  Omelets  FORM  NO.*.  7 

NO.  RATING  :  2652 

%  NOT  TRIED  '.  0.2 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-identical:  7.71 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 


C  A  T  E  6  0  R  Y 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.60 

7.43 

7.51 

7.29 

7.49 

7.40 

7.35 

7.37 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.52 

7.01 

7.26 

7.42 

7.64 

7.38 

7.44 

Q 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.37 

7.47 

7.42 

7.43 

7.51 

7.48 

7.25 

7.45 

■ 

AGE 

7.21 

7.26 

7.21 

7.54 

7.81 

8. 12 

mp 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7 . 46 

7. 1 1 

7.08 

7.39 

7.69 

gg 

* 

00 

IttK 

Q 

UX 

GRADE 

7.42 

7.23 

7.09 

. 

7.28 

7.74 

7.87 

8.07 

UX 

GT  AS 

7.32 

7.44 

7.48 

7.23 

■III 

EDUCATION 

7.32 

7.53 

7.36 

7 . 1  8 

B 

father’s 

EDUCATION 

7.41 

7.51 

7.46 

' 

7.42 

B 

COMPONENT 

7.50 

7.18 

ijgg 

jjii 

g 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.69 

7.19 

■1 

HI 

HI 

|  j 

g 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.21 

7.78 

m 

hi 

g 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.77 

7.23 

■1 

g 

S 

D.  COMMENTS:  previ cu  s  survey:  Region  &  Education:  no  effect,  disagrees; 
Hometown:  no  effect,  agrees;  Age:  U  1.14,  agrees;  UfO.S.:  U  1.16, 
agrees. 
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A.  DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  NO. :  721  MEAN  rating:  6,20 

NAME:  Poached  Eggs  on  Toast  std.  DEVIATION  :  2,35 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  34 

class:  Main  Dishes 

SUBCLASS  (•*):■  Eggs  ■&  Omelets  FORM  NO.:  1 

NO.  RATING  *.  2603 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  8.0 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 

I  2  3  '  4  5  G  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.55 

6.29 

m 

6.09 

BtMj 

6.23 

6.29 

5.99 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

mu 

HB 

5,91 

6,33 

5.85 

6.48 

7 . 01 

g 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.93 

5.90 

6,  36 

6.23 

6.31 

6.42 

6.26 

6.50 

H 

u 

AGE 

6.35 

6. 1 7 

5.74 

6. 08 

6.41 

6.33 

6.94 

Q 

ux 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.46 

5.90 

6.02 

5.98 

6.27 

6. 46 

6,52 

— I 

Q 

X 

GRADE 

6.6  7 

6.14 

6.02 

5.95 

6.04 

6.54 

6.76 

— 1 

X 

GTAS 

6.45 

5.89 

m 

6.06 

6.29 

6.31 

EDUCATION 

6.18 

D9 

6.39 

6.33 

FATHER*  S 

EDUCATION 

5.87 

6.27 

6.23 

6.  13 

COMPONENT 

•  ?!  ' 

6.27 

6.00 

MW 

— 

£18 

■Mil 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.22 

m 

f|j§ 

— 

Hill 

Ill 

— i 

mi 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

ra 

6.25 

M 

III 

. • . 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.30 

6.14 

- 

m 

— 

■' 

D.  comments: 
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A.  DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  NO. :  7  22  MEAN  RATINO  :  7 . 02 

NAME:  Scrambled  Eggs  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1 . 7  9 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  72 

class:  Main  Dishes 

SUBCLASS  (e»):  Eggs  &  Omelets  .  FORM  NO. :  7 

NO.  RATINO  *.  2663 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  0.3 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS: 

Previous- i  dent i  cal :  6.43 

Previ  ous-simi 1 ar ; 

Scrambled  Fresh  Eggs  6.71 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 


C  A  T  E  G  O  R  Y 

12  3  4  5  S  7  8  SI6NIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.27 

mm 

7.19 

6.83 

mi 

6.99 

6.76 

7 . 1 1 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.05 

6.86 

6.72 

6.  84 

7.32 

7.03 

6.81 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.98 

6.89 

6.86 

7.09 

DEI 

7.11 

7.04 

6.90 

■ 

AGE 

6.91 

6.89 

7.09 

EB3 

7.36 

7.31 

B 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.35 

6  .  87 

6.67 

6.98 

7.06 

7.10 

7.28 

■III 

B 

X 

GRADE 

7.37 

6.99 

■VRI 

mum 1 

7.01 

7.21 

7.24 

7.32 

HIM 

X; 

GT  AS 

7.12 

7.27 

6.  90 

7 . 00 

6.96 

7.02 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6, 96 

7.01 

7.13 

6.94 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.07 

7.00 

m 

6.95 

6.99 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.06 

6.82 

jjj® 

■■ 

8® 

mi 

lllil 

■ 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.89 

_ _ j 

MB 

mi 

■— 

1111 

g 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.90 

7.18 

lllil 

mini 

m 

si 

— ■ 

■HI 

Q 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.17 

6.90 

— 

IMBB 

MMMBB 

BBSS! 

S 

D.  COMMENTS!  Previous  survey;  Region:  6  high,  3  1  ow  0.80,  agrees; 
Age:  U  0. 81 ,  agrees;  Hometown  and  Education:  no  effect,  agrees; 

L.O.S. :  no  effect,  disagrees. 


A.  DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  NO.:  723  MEAN  RATING  5  5.42 

NAME!  Shirred  Eggs  (baked  in  muffin  pans)  8TD.  DEVIATION  5  2.15 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  9 

CLASS*  Main  Dishes 

SUB  CLASS  (•») :  Eggs  &  Omelets  FORM  NO*:  3 

NO.  RATING  :  1799 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  36.3 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  S 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  I 


CATEGORY 

12  3  4  0  S  7  S  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.86 

5.43 

5.48 

5. .31 

5.35 

5.58 

m 

BB 

B 

BB 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

__ 

5,50 

5.55 

bb 

BB 

B 

wm 

HOMETOWN 

TYRE 

5.40 

5.47 

EE3 

5.49 

5.64 

mm 

BB 

BB 

AGE 

5.17 

5.35 

.5.43 

5.35 

bb 

5.62 

mm 

mm 

■ 

BB 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.68 

_ 

5.30 

mm 

m 

BE9 

mm 

■ 

BB 

GRAPE 

5.90 

5.03 

5.30 

bbi 

5.48 

bb 

5.64 

mm 

B 

IB 

0TA8 

5.80 

5.35 

5.40 

bb 

5.36 

5.34 

■1 

— - 

fl 

HH 

on 

5.79 

bb 

bb 

B 

BB 

mu 

mm 

m 

m 

mm 

Bi 

bb 

bb 

B 

Bi 

1HH 

m 

bb 

m 

BB 

USUI  Si 

i  *  i 

BP 

BB 

B 

BB 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.52 

5.32 

3 1 1 

mm 

PH 

bb 

MM 

ill 

B 

Bi 

LIVE  IN 
GARRACKS 

5.34 

5.54 

m 

■■ 

in 

bb 

BB 

BIB 

B 

BB 

separate 

RATIONS 

5.54 

bb 

mm 

MU 

ill 

BB 

BB 

■HI 

B 

BB 
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o.  comments: 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  724 

MEAN  RATING  1 

ft. 

00 

ro 

NAME:  Eggs  to  Order 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

1.54 

class:  Main  Dishes 

PERCENTILE  RANK 

98 

SUB  CLASS  (es) :  Eggs  &  Omelets 

FORM  NO. : 

2 

NO.  RATING  : 

2800 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

0.5 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  ATE  G  0  R  Y 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.89 

CM 

00 

D 

7.92 

7.76 

7.85 

7.82 

7.72 

7.59 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.94 

7.70 

7.98 

7.63 

7.95 

7.84 

8, 17 

B 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

- 

7.83 

■ 

7.80 

7.83 

7.91 

7.83 

7.68 

7.77 

8.08 

B 

AGE 

7.62 

7.67 

7.92 

8.27 

8.  32 

8. 14 

B 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.62 

7.46 

7.62 

7.88 

8.20 

8.23 

8.23 

ux 

GRADE 

7.69 

7.55 

7.59 

7.77 

8.05 

8124 

8.39 

B 

u 

GTAS 

7.33 

7.80 

7.88 

7.88 

7.89 

7.61 

g 

EDUCATION 

/ 

7.64 

7.98 

7.82 

7.61 

B 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.82 

7.84 

7.76 

7.77 

7.88 

8.03 

B 

COMPONENT 

7.93 

7.50 

. ’■■■■■ . i 

B 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

8.03 

7.65 

n 

m 

— 

B 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.66 

8.08 

0 

separate 

RATIONS 

8.06 

7.67 

WM 

. . i 

. . 

g 

s 

D.  comments: 


a.  description: 


FOOD  NO. :  738 

MEAN  RATING  : 

7.21 

NAME:  Ham  Omelet 

STD.  DEVIATION  I 

1 . 66 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

80 

class:  Main  Dishes 

SUB  CLASS  (es) :  Eggs  &  Omelets 

FORM  NO.: 

5 

NO.  RATING  : 

2559 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

5.7 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  t 

CATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  S  6  7  8  SIQNiF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.99 

7.20 

7.30 

7.12 

7.07 

7.33 

7.28 

7.29 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.32 

7.1 1 

7.27 

7.06 

7.30 

7.24 

7.25 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.08 

7.12 

7.23 

7.27 

7.24 

7.28 

7.41 

6. 96 

■ 

AGE 

7.06 

7.04 

6.94 

7.32 

7.47 

7.66 

7.64 

— 

g 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.28 

6.97 

6.98 

6.95 

7.46 

7.45 

7.65 

g 

ux 

GRADE 

7.39 

6.99 

6.96 

6.97 

7.41 

7.51 

7.93 

g 

ux 

GT  AS 

6.90 

7.22 

7.10 

7.22 

7.28 

7.21 

— 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6.99 

7.28 

7.1  8 

7.32 

■ 

FATHER’  S 

EDUCATION 

7. 17 

7.20 

7.27 

7.23 

7.24 

7.12 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.27 

6.99 

Mbb 

iin 

■I 

■■ 

— 

■ 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.39 

7.03 

llilllillllllll 

Q 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.05 

7.45 

mm 1 

!lll||!lll!l 

I1W 

Hg 

H 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.47 

7.01 

■1 

HI 

s 

d.  comments: 
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a.  description: 

FOOD  HO. :  709  MEAN  RATING  :  7 , 07 

name:  American  Cheese  3TD.  DEVIATION  :  1.68 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  lb 

CLASS:  Main  Dishes 

SUB  CLASS  («8) :  Cheeses  FORM  NO. :  5 

NO.  RATING  *.  2702 

%  NOT  TRIED  t  0.  6 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-identical:  6,73 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

C  A  T  E  G  O  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.07 

6.96 

7.05 

7.03 

— 

7.21 

7.08 

7.22 

7.07 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.07 

7.08 

7.20 

7.14 

7.00 

7.05 

7.00 

H 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.00 

6.85 

7.21 

7.01 

7.15 

7.1  8 

7.17 

■ 

AGE 

6.97 

6.96 

6.99 

7.20 

7.25 

7.26 

7.22 

lllflllllllllfl 

kx::k:k::x:xk:*:kx:::x:x:x> 

■ 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.19 

6.88 

6.93 

7. 00 

7.28 

7.23 

7.24 

— 1 

B 

X 

GRADE 

7.32 

6.87 

6.90 

7.05 

7.07 

7.34 

7.38 

X 

GTAS 

6.77 

7.09 

6.93 

7.08 

7.17 

7.01 

B 

EDUCATION 

6.98 

7.13 

7.21 

7.07 

B 

FATHER'S 

EDUCATION 

6.  87 

7. 10 

7.04 

7.17 

7.19 

7.06 

B 

COMPONENT 

7.10 

7.00 

M 

— 

fl 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.16 

6.98 

B 

M 

LIVE  IN 

barracks 

6.  96 

7.23 

iiiilililii 

g 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.23 

6.95 

mm 

im 

s 

D.  COMMENTS!  Previous  survey:  No  background  analysis. 


a.  description  : 

FOOD  NO.:  710 

NAME:  Blue- veined  Cheese  (Roquefort 
or  Bleu) 

CLASS:  Main  Dishes 

SUBCLASS  (.«):  cheeses 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


MEAN  KATINS  *.  5.07 

STD.  DEVIATION  *.  2 . 6 1 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  5 

FORM  NO. :  2 

NO.  RATINO  *.  1  905 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  31.9 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 


I  2  3  4  8  6  7  8  SIONIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.30 

4.83 

5.21 

ea 

4.83 

5.18 

5. 17 

4.52 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.07 

WBM 

5.05 

4.87 

5.06 

| 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

4.88 

4.63 

4.91 

5.20 

5.23 

5.36 

5.30 

■ 

AGE 

4.98 

5.01 

5.08 

5.07 

EH 

mm 

B 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

4.73 

4.38 

4.94 

5.18 

5.49 

llliM 

Hi 

UX 

GRADE 

4.66 

4.75 

4.80 

5.01 

5.25 

HH 

5.35 

Hi 

U 

GTA8 

4. 54 

4.81 

5.03 

EH 

5.73 

'  M  V.  V.,.* 

H 

— 

EDUCATION 

US 

5.00 

EH 

Hi 

mu 

m 

U 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

4.92 

5.17 

4.73 

5.23 

mi 

BI 

HI 

4.85 

■ 

mm 

COMPONENT 

5.11 

^§1 

■Bi 

I1IP 

m 

■SSI 

■1 

■ 

mm 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.25 

4.  87 

— 1 

■si 

■1 

Hill 

H 

M 

LIVE  IN 
SARRACKS 

4.88 

jgglll 

HU 

MB 

— 

Bill 

iJlf 

H 

m 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 


5.34 


4.84 


a.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  711  MEAN  RATING*.  5.80 

NAME:  Cottage  Cheese  STD.  deviation  :  2.65 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  19 

class:  Mam  Dishes 

SUB  CLASS  (e») :  Cheeses  FORM  NO.:  6 

NO.  RATING  :  2664 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  1 . 6 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-identical:  6.03  ' 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  G  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

BS 

Ed 

5.68 

5.66 

6.08 

6. 15 

5.86 

5.47 

a 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.40 

6, 66 

. 

6.22 

5.47 

5.  59 

5.19 

a 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.84 

5.78 

5.93 

5. 94 

5.79 

5.35 

5.80 

B 

AGE 

5.39 

5.53 

5.73 

5.74 

BE 

6.35 

oa 

a 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5:-  65 

5.35 

5.58 

bb 

BB 

ux 

GRADE 

5. 65  ’ 

BB 

5.51 

5.83 

5.96 

6.21 

6.55 

a 

EB 

GT  AS 

5.58 

.5.75 

EB 

5,93 

5.  85 

6.21 

u 

EDUCATION 

5.42 
_ : _ : _ 

5.78 

6. 18 

6.10 

a 

u 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

BM 

BB 

5.92 

BE 

5.64 

B 

COMPONENT 

5.79 

5.76 

— 

BMBB 

■ill 

111 

B 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5-98 

BE 

mm 

Mi 

mill 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

mm 

Bflj 

ini 

— 

— 

MM 

§§jggj 

■1 

H 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

BB 

5.55 

ill 

IHI 

Ill ;  |||  .. 

— 1 

— 

HI  . 

mm 

S  / 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previous  surveys  Region:  2  high,  8  low  1.66,  agrees; 

Home  town :  no  effect,  agrees;  L.O.S.:  no  trend  1.15,  par tial  1  y'  agrees; 
Age  &  Educations  no  effect,  disagrees,, 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  745  MEAN  RATING*.  7.17 

NAME  :  Pizza  *TD.  DEVIATION  *.  2. 05 

„  .  ■  ,  PERCENTILE  RANK  :  7  8 

CLASS:  Main  Dishes 

SUBCLASS  (•»):  Cereal  Light  Main  Dishes  FORM  NO.:  1 

NO.  RATING  :  2733 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  3.5 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


C,  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS 


CATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.45 

7.01 

7.24 

7.06 

7.21 

7.24 

6.87 

7.47 

1 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.87 

7.13 

7.24 

7.25 

6.99 

7.39 

7.31 

0 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.  83 

7.41 

7.12 

7.07 

7.34 

7.34 

7.38 

7.34 

0 

AGE 

7.54 

7.43 

7.01 

7.26 

6.93 

6.91 

6.48 

fjiSfS 

0 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.37 

7.19 

7.40 

7.15 

7.12 

7.01 

6.80 

iilil 

Q 

d 

GRADE 

7.30 

7.32 

7.30 

7.21 

7.02 

6. 96 

6.82 

111 

0 

GT  AS 

7.12 

6.84 

7.17 

7.19 

7.22 

7.35 

EDUCATION 

7.30 

7.1 1 

7.29 

7.27 

0 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.97 

7.07 

7.34 

7.36 

7.40 

7.15 

6.98 

0 

u 

COMPONENT 

7.20 

7.10 

— 1 

— 

IWi 

■W 

HI 

H| 

0 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.02 

7.32 

iBBl 

nil 

■1* 

i8ii 

■Hi 

0 

s 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.30 

6.99 

n 

— 

mu 

—1 

0 

1 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.00 

7.31 

1 

— 1 

I 

m 

M 

— — 

NS 

d.  comments: 
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a.  description: 

food  no.:  763  meanratinq:  7.  10 

NAME  :  Waff  1  es  wi  th  Syrup  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1 .85 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  75 

class:  Mai  n  Di  shes 

SUBCLASS  (e») :-  Cereal  Light  Main  Dishes  FORM  NO. :  ° 

NO.  RATING  ’.  2662 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  1.5 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


C,  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  6  6  7  8  SIONIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.11 

7.1 1 

7.17 

6.93 

7.07 

7.16 

7.24 

7.14 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.02 

6.  87 

7.19 

BB 

7.0  3 

7.21 

7.19 

| 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.89 

7.12 

7.08 

7.11 

7.20 

6.99 

7.19 

■ 

AGE 

7.35 

7.04 

7.07 

6.70 

7.16 

7.11 

7.33 

Jill 

g 

X 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.76 

7.11 

6  ,  86 

mm 

6.96 

7.16 

7.19 

■k 

X 

GRAOE 

7. 82 

Vi;  -. 

6.84 

6.7 1 

7.07 

7.16 

7.37 

X 

GTAS 

6.53 

7.04 

6.99 

7.08 

7.30 

7.1 1 

— 

im 

Q 

u 

EDUCATION 

7.04 

7.08 

7.28 

7.26 

■ 

FATHER’  S 

EDUCATION 

7.07 

7.18 

7.05 

7.18 

6.66 

6.97 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.13 

6.98 

mm 

■Si! 

■HI 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.20 

7.00 

Bii 

181 

• '  • 

ill 

j§§i§ 

ttna 

■ 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.98 

7.28 

m 

■1 

iiii 

— 

mm 

H 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.25 

6.99 

1111 

■Bill 

— 

B— 

S 

D.  COMMENTS 


a.  description: 


food  no.:  702  MEAN  rating:  6.46 

name:  Corned  Beef  STD.  deviation  :  2.18 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  48 

FORM  NO. :  2 

NO.  RATING  '.  27  84 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  1.0 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previ ous-i dent  i  cal  :  6.08 


class:  Main  Dishes 
sub  class  (es) :  Meats 
Beef 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CAT  E  6  ORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  signif.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.67 

6.49 

6.57 

6.37 

6.38 

bqi 

6.34 

6.49 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6. 1 1 

6.89 

6.07 

6.28 

6,  61 

6.47 

6.54 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.30 

6.26 

6.34 

6.47 

6.41 

6.48 

7.04 

EB 

B 

u 

AGE 

7.06 

6.35 

6.48 

6.35 

5.98 

5.79 

6. 56 

: 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.90 

6.52 

6.08 

6.27 

5.69 

HB 

B 

D 

GRADE 

7.22 

6.99 

6.39 

6.27 

6.1 5 

6.17 

6.01 

B 

D 

GT  AS 

6.09 

6.73 

6.72 

6.29 

6.37 

6.47 

EDUCATION 

6.74 

6.29 

6.55 

6.54 

B 

FATHER’ S 

EDUCATION 

6.48 

6.30 

6.38 

6.55 

7.05 

6.28 

" 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.39 

6. 60 

■ . . j 

§|gg$|||g|g;g 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

K29 

6.57 

iiliililiii 

...... 

: 

lllllllllllll 

■ 

S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.52 

6.32 

m 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.32 

6.54 

i itiiii 

llll 

■ 

D.  COMMENTS!  Previous  survey:  Region:  2  high,  3  low  1.02,  agrees; 
L.O.S.:  D  1.92,  agrees;  Age:  no  trend  1.37,  parti al 1 y  agrees; 
Hometown,  Education:  no  effect,  disagrees. 


277 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  703 

MEAN  RATING  t 

6.18 

NAME :  Creamed  Dr i ed  Chipped  Beef  on  Toast 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

2.50 

CLASS:Main  Dishes 

PERCENTILE  RANK 

33 

subclass  (es):  Meats 

FORM  NO. : 

4 

Beef 

NO.  RATING  : 

2562 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

6. 6 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-identical:  6.08 

Previous-simi 1 ar: 

Creamed  Dried  Beef  on  Toast:  5,09 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


2 


C  A  T  E  GORY 

3  4  5  6  7 


SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.92 

6.28 

6.22 

5.95 

6.41 

6.38 

5  .  83 

6.52 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.24 

5.94 

6.94 

5.93 

6,48 

6.02 

5.72 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

m 

6.34 

6.43 

6.32 

6.31 

5.90 

5.26 

5.60 

B 

D 

AGE 

5.85 

5. 85 

5.63 

6.04 

7.25 

7.14 

■HI 

U 

LENGTH 

OF 

service 

5.48 

HI 

6.64 

7.24 

7.24 

Hi 

B| 

UX 

GRADE 

6.05 

5.69 

5.52 

5.92 

6.  80 

7.32 

7.35 

J|§§g 

B 

ux 

GT  AS 

6.37 

6,32 

6.37 

m 

m 

5.65 

111 

■ 

EDUCATION 

BB 

6.28 

6.29 

5.75 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

mi 

6.34 

mg 

5.85 

6.39 

■ 

D 

COMPONENT 

6.47 

5.28 

■ill 

HI 

■H 

■I 

IB 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.68 

5.72 

|HNI 

mi 

ms 

BU 

B 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

Bi 

6.89 

— 1 

llss 

■111 

B 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.84 

5.75 

mi 

■■ 

B 

S 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previous  survey:  Education 
and  Age:  no  effect;  L,0. S.:  D  0.64. 
represents  a  marked  reversal  of  trend. 


D  0. 81 ;  Region,  Hometown 
All  di sagree  and  L.O.S, 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  752 

MEAN  RATING  : 

5.  88 

NAME'  Creamed  Ground  Beef  on  Toast 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

2.36 

class:  Main  Dishes 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

21 

sub  class  (es) :  Meats 

FORM  NO. : 

1 

Beef 

NO.  RATING  : 

2724 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

3.7 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previ ous- si mi 1 ar: 

Creamed  Fresh  Beef  on  Toast  6.41 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

0  CATEGORY 


I  2  3  4  9  6  7  8  signif.  trend 


army 

AREA 

5.53 

6.01 

5.92 

5.97 

5.72 

6.14 

5.59 

5.77 

■ 

Hi 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.04 

5.76 

BB 

5.  67 

6. 18 

5.70 

5.73 

n 

H| 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.38 

6, 06 

6.06 

5.95 

5.69 

5.68 

4.82 

5.60 

D 

AGE 

5.25 

5.20 

5.15 

6.02 

7.35 

7.49 

7.40 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

Wk 

4.85 

4.88 

5.78 

6.63 

7.29 

7.45 

Q 

KB 

GRADE 

5.82 

HBH 

4.89 

5.50 

6.70 

7.37 

7.54 

m 

ux 

»  6TAS 

5.71 

5.69 

BB 

6.00 

5.85 

5.63 

■ 

- 

EDUCATION 

5.61 

6.08 

5.79 

5.34 

Q 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.20 

BB 

5.69 

5.72 

5.61 

6.  03 

B 

D 

COMPONENT 

m 

4.83 

' 

■ 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.59 

5.20 

HH 

— 

Q 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.29 

6.74 

■I 

B 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.76 

5.30 

| 

S 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previ ous  Survey :  Background  effects  for  "Creamed  Ground 
Beef  on  Toast"  all  disagree  with  the  above. 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


food  no.  :  704 

name:  Roast  Beef 

class:  Main  Dishes 

sub  class  (es) :  Meats 
Beef 


MEAN  RATING  t  7.79 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.38 

PERCENTILE  RANK  !  97 

FORM  NO.  :  7 

NO.  RATING  *.  2668 

%  NOT  TRIED  *.  0.1 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-identical:  8.02 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  I 

CATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.89 

7.84 

7.70 

7.73 

7.99 

7.87 

7.82 

7.57 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.68 

7. 87 

7.94 

7.77 

7.64 

7.87 

8.03 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.77 

7.65 

7.73 

7.83 

7.77 

7.86 

7.91 

7.81 

■ 

AGE 

7. 85 

7.63 

7.78 

7.64 

7.80 

8.09 

8.14 

H 

ux 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

8. 12 

7.81 

7.61 

7.49 

7.76 

7.82 

8.03 

H 

X 

GRADE 

8. 1 1 

7.93 

7.57 

7.56 

7.67 

8.03 

8.31 

X 

G  T  AS 

7.39 

7.58 

7.57 

7.78 

7.95 

7.99 

gjH 

u 

EDUCATION 

7.65 

7.82 

7.92 

7.95 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.75 

7.81 

7.79 

7.73 

■' 

7.68 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.80 

PH 

■1 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.93 

7.67 

■■ 

■■■ 

HI 

■  | 

^ _ ; 

Qj 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7. 67 

7.99 

mm 

pm— 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.99 

7.66 

Mil 

Q 

S 

D.  COMMENTS!  Previ ous  survey:  Background  effects  not  analyzed. 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  750 

NAME:  Hot  Roast  Beef  Sandwich  with 

CLASS:  Main  Dishes 

subclass  (es) :  Meats 
Beef 


MEAN  RATING  :  7.76 

Gravy  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.31 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  96 

FORM  NO. :  7 

NO.  RATING  :  2641 

%  NOT  TRIED  *.  1.1 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  A  T  E  G  O  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  S  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.92 

7.86 

7.70 

7.69 

7.79 

7.82 

7.77 

7.59 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.66 

7.82 

7.91 

7.84 

7.56 

7.91 

7.80 

| 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.67 

7.77 

7.67 

7.77 

7.76 

7.84 

7.82 

7.89 

■ 

AGE 

7.89 

7.67 

7.77 

7.56 

7.82 

7.89 

7.80 

IBB! 

■ 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

8.07 

7.67 

7.67 

7.56 

7.79 

7.74 

7.86 

X 

GRADE 

8.05 

7.88 

7.64 

7.53 

7. 69 

7.90 

7.96 

D 

X 

GT  AS 

7.34 

7.53 

7.66 

7.77 

7.90 

7.85 

■BUI 

Q 

u 

EDUCATION 

7.67 

7.78 

7.98 

7.73 

FATHER*  S 

EDUCATION 

7.67 

7. 86 

7.75 

7.70 

7.69 

COMPONENT 

7.75 

7.74 

••••••  ,  -  rm, 

BBB 

— 

m 

■i 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7. 82 

7.70 

IIMIMI 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.72 

7.82 

• 

mm 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.78 

7.71 

■II 

D.  COMMENTS 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  705 

name:  Pan-Fried  Beefsteak 

class:  Mai n  Dishes 

SUB  class  (es) :  Meats 
Beef 


MEAN  RATING  :  7.72 

STD.  DEVIATION  :  1,28 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  95 

FORM  NO. :  7 

NO.  RATING  *.  2589 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  3.1 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previ ous-simi  1  ar  2 
Grilled  Steak’  8,31 

Present-si  mi  1  ar  : 

Gr  i  1  led  Steak  8,  30 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

CATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  6  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.69 

7.81 

7.65 

7.69 

7.78 

7.79 

7. 80 

7.55 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.86 

7.79 

7.92 

7.77 

7.63 

7.62 

7.70 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.74 

7 . 64 

7.91 

7.81 

7.64 

7.67 

7.54 

7.73 

■ 

AGE 

7.71 

7.54 

7.70 

7. 70 

7.91 

8.02 

7.93 

Q 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.99 

7 . 66 

7.42 

7.63 

7.83 

7.93 

7.96 

1 

X 

'  ■ 

grade 

8.04 

7.70 

7.45 

7.58 

7.78 

8.02 

8.09 

Q 

X 

GT  AS 

7.30 

7.47 

7.55 

7.77 

7.84 

n 

Q 

u 

EDUCATION 

7.55 

7.77 

7.91 

7.78 

Q 

U 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.74 

7.71 

7.69 

7.75 

7.65 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.78 

7.52 

mm 

1— 

I 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7. 82 

7.63 

mi 

g 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.63 

7.87 

g 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.84 

7.62 

M 

g 

S 

D.  comments: 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


food  no.  :  718 

NAME  : Spiced  Brai sed  Beef  Cubes 

class:  Main  Dishes 
subclass  (es) :  Meats 
Beef 


MEAN  RATING  :  6.43 
STD.  DEVIATION  t  1 . 86 
PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  45 

FORM  NO. :  3 

NO.  RATING  :  2409 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  14.  5 


B.  RATINGS  FOR 

SIMILAR  FOODS  *. 

C.  RELATIONSHIP 

WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

1 

CATEGORY 

2  3  4  5  6 

7 

8  SIGNIF.  TREND 

ARMY 

AREA 

6l4Q 

6.50 

6,48 

6.36 

6.40 

6.50 

5.97 

6.52 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.27 

6.54 

6.28 

6.27 

6.66 

6.37 

6.46 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.49 

6.47 

6.49 

6.43 

6.46 

6.34 

6.  22 

6.32 

■ 

AGE 

6.64 

6.26 

6.25 

6.33 

6,40 

6.55 

6.85 

| 

X 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.97 

6.53 

6.08 

6.24 

6.34 

6.37 

6.68 

m 

X 

GRADE 

7.07 

6.75 

6.  12 

6.08 

6.36 

6.69 

6.64 

B 

X 

GT  AS 

6.57 

6.45 

6.48 

6.51 

6.40 

6.03 

B 

EDUCATION 

6,56 

6.45 

6,30 

6,31 

B 

FATHER'S 

EDUCATION 

6. 63 

6.55 

6.48 

6.34 

6. 18 

B 

COMPONENT 

6, 50 

6.19 

s— 

B 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.58 

6.26 

mm 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.27 

6.65 

mm 

m 

B 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.62 

EflM 

■m 

■Bl 

Sislil 

S 

d.  comments: 


a.  description: 


FOOD  NO.:  726 

MEAN  RATING  : 

6.02 

NAME:  Beef  Fricassee  (beef  cubes 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

1.94 

and  vegetabl  es) 
class:  Main  Di  shes 

PERCENTILE  RANK  I 

26 

SUBCLASS  (es) .  Meats 

FORM  NO. : 

3 

Beef 

NO.  RATING  : 

2633 

%  NOT  TRIED  I 

6.1 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

■^Previous- si  mi  1  ar : 

Beef  Stew  6.73 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  A  T  E  G  O  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  9  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

mu 

6*  06 

6. 15 

5.97 

1 

5.95 

6. 14 

5.70 

5.72 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.95 

5.95 

5.97 

5.99 

6.28 

5.93 

« 

00 

-P~ 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.17 

6. 1 6 

5.84 

5.89 

5.97 

5.93 

5.94 

6. 1 1 

■ 

AGE 

6.14 

5.75 

5.92 

5.83 

5.94 

6.28 

6.76 

m 

ux 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.77 

5.92 

_ i 

5.61 

5.74 

5.70 

5.97 

6.43 

m 

X 

GRADE 

6.88 

mm 

5.63 

6.03 

6.25 

6.43 

m 

X 

G  T  AS 

6.10 

■ 

6.13 

EB3 

6.03 

5.96 

5.78 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6.05 

6.02 

6.03 

5.94 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.18 

6.07 

mmm 

KfnK 

Mil I 

5.86 

5.  82 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.07 

5.  85 

.  . 

•  •  .  • 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.83 

111 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.89 

6.21 

ini 

Q 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.21 

5.89 

S 

A.  DESCRIPTION*. 


food  no.:  748 

MEAN  RATING  *. 

6.77 

NAME:  Spanish  Pot  Roast  (with  tomatoes) 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

1 .78 

class:  Main  Dishes 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

60 

subclass  (es):  Meats 

FORM  NO.: 

3 

Beef 

NO.  RATING  : 

2423 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

14.0 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  A  T  E  G  O  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.94 

6.54 

6.80 

6.79 

6.76 

6.97 

6. 63 

16.  83 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.93 

6.92 

6. 66 

6, 60 

6.  87 

6.64 

6.78 

■ 

HI 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.72 

6.  80 

6.81 

6.86 

6.  80 

6.71 

6.75 

6, 60 

■ 

[|Q| 

mm 

6.79 

6.73 

6.42 

6.87 

7.01 

6.84 

7.11 

Q 

ux 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.88 

6.77 

6.46 

6.68 

6.92 

6.97 

7.07 

X 

GRAOE 

6.93 

6, 86 

6.57 

6.93 

7.03 

6.95 

1"  9 

X 

GTAS 

6.42 

6.68 

6.92 

6.80 

6.81 

6.45 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6  *  80 

6.80 

6.73 

6, 62 

■ 

FATHER’  S 

EDUCATION 

6.69 

6.82 

6.81 

6.82 

mm 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.85 

6.47 

B 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.88 

6, 66 

■Ml 

B 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.67 

B9 

' 

illillll 

B 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.92 

6.67 

■mil 

111 

■■ 

B 

S 

d.  comments: 


285 


a.  description: 

FOOD  no.  :  743  MEAN  RATING  :  8.30 

name:  Grilled  Steak  std.  deviation  :  1 .04 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  99 

FORM  NO. :  4 

NO.  RATING  :  27  38 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  0.1 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-identical:  8.31 

Present -si  mi  1 ar : 

Pan-Fried  Steak  7.72 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  AT  E  G  0  RY 


12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

8.32 

8.24 

8.21 

8.37 

8.33 

8. 32 

8.38 

8.37 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

8.38 

8.45 

8.35 

8.27 

8.28 

8.25 

8.39 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

8.24 

8.29 

8.31 

8.35 

8.24 

. . " 

8.42 

8.20 

8.41 

■ 

AGE 

8.25 

8.29 

8.24 

8.26 

8.38 

8.44 

8.40 

■ 

. 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

8.36 

8,10 

8.  20 

8.33 

8.49 

8.33 

8.42 

Q 

X 

GRADE 

8.48 

8. 1 1 

8.14 

8.31 

8.38 

8.42 

8.54 

X 

7.93 

8. 13 

8.20 

8.35 

8.40 

8.46 

u 

EDUCATION 

8.  22 

8.20 

8.34 

8.43 

8,39 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

8.26 

8.41 

8.29 

8.31 

8. 16 

■ 

COMPONENT 

8.35 

8. 14 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

8.36 

8.24 

111 

M 

■ 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

8.23 

8.41 

!!!!!!!!!!! 

SH2§ 

mi 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

8.39 

8.24 

IBB! 

Q 

S 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previ ous  survey :  Region,  Hometown,  &  Age:  no  effect, 

agrees;  Education:  U  0.75,  disagrees;  L.O.S.:  no  effect,  disagrees. 


class:  Main  Dishes 

SUB  CLASS  (es) :  Meats 
Beef 


A.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  7  30 

MEAN  RATING  : 

7.42 

1.74 

NAME*.  Baked  Fresh  Ham 

STD.  DEVIATION  *. 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

87 

class:  Main  Dishes 

subclass  (es) :  Meats 

FORM  NO. : 

Ham 

NO.  RATING  : 

281  2 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

0.2 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  AT  E  G  0  RY 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


.  ARMY 

AREA 

7.64 

7.48 

7.51 

7.24 

7.43 

7.32 

7.33 

7.56 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.22 

- - - - 

7.43 

7.55 

7.43 

7.48 

7.45 

7.39 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.50 

7.54 

7.38 

7.57 

7.30 

7.04 

7.50 

7.52 

AGE 

7.74 

7.27 

7.42 

7.15 

7.30 

7.47 

7.61 

H 

X 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

8.00 

7.26 

7.06 

7.33 

7.29 

7.45 

Q 

DX 

GRADE 

□a 

7.73 

7.29 

7.19 

7.12 

7 . 43 

7.40 

Q 

DX 

gtas 

7.30 

7.31 

7.41 

7.48 

7.45 

7.27 

EDUCATION 

7.49 

7.41 

7.45 

7.15 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.39 

7.68 

7.50 

7.41 

7.42 

7.26 

COMPONENT 

7.43 

7.38 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.49 

7.35 

IHI 

IM— 

■llil 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.37 

7.50 

:  ' 

mill 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.51 

7.38 

■■ 

H 

■ill 

d.  comments: 
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A.  description: 

FOOD  NO.  *.  749 

NAME :  Ham  Salad 

class:  Main  Dishes 
subclass  (es) :  Meats 
Hams 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS 


MEAN  RATING  :  6.  85 

STD.  DEVIATION  :  1 .70 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  64 

FORM  NO.  *.  7 

NO.  RATING  :  2711 

%  NOT  TRIED  *.  4.  2 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  t 


REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 


HOMETOWN 

TYPE 


LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 


EDUCATION 


FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 


COMPONENT 


MARITAL 

STATUS 


LIVE  IN 
BARRACKS 


SEPARATE 

RATIONS 


6.76 


6.91 


7.07 


6. 86 


6.9 


7.18 


7.10 


I 


2 


7.00 


6.32 


6.92 


6.73 


6.81 


6.76 


7.02 


6.79  6.99 


6.92  6.68 


7.01  6,70 


6.72  7.03 


7.03  6.73 


C  A 

T  E 

G  0 

3 

4 

5 

6.97 

6.76 

6.89 

7.14 

7.00 

7.02 

6.91 

6,  85 

6.64 

6. 98 

7.05 

6.68 

6.70 

6.96 

6.70 

6.67 

6.85 

7.05 

6.92 

6.75 

6.95 

6.91 

6.80 

6.89 

6.85 

6.75 

8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


6.52 

6.83 

6.75 

6.73 

6.  56 

6.55 
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a.  description: 

food  no.  :  759 

MEAN  RATING  : 

7.52 

name:  Barbecued  Ham  Steaks 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

1.54 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

90 

class:  Mai  n  Di  shes 

sub  CLASS  (es) :  Meats 

FORM  NO. : 

7 

Hams 

NO.  RATING  : 

2494 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

6.5 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  *. 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

C  A  T  E  6  0  R 

Y 

1  2  3  4  5  6 

7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 

ARMY 

AREA 

7.45 

7.53 

7.63 

7.43 

7.60 

7.57 

7.41 

7.35 

■ 

■  B 

1 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.66 

7.47 

7.56 

7.60 

7.60 

7.42 

7.51 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.63 

7.54 

7.51 

7.52 

7.39 

7.46 

7.37 

7.69 

■ 

■ 

AGE 

7.78 

7.60 

7.47 

7.26 

7.31 

7.60 

7.40 

H 

dx 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

8. 12 

7.62 

7.37 

7.43 

7.03 

7.28 

7.48 

g 

| 

GRADE 

8.14 

7.73 

7 . 46 

7.35 

7.29 

7.36 

7.58 

H 

dx 

. 

GT  AS 

7.39 

7.52 

7.67 

7.60 

7.46 

7.27 

■ 

EDUCATION 

7.60 

7.52 

7.51 

7.45 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7 . 66 

7.58 

7.68 

7.45 

7.37 

COMPONENT 

7.51 

7.54 

■| 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.51 

■ 

7.53 

— 

UBI 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.50 

7 . 54 

‘  .  :  '  '  ‘  ‘ 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7 . 54 

7.49 

■ 

d.  comments: 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  701 

NAME!  Bacon 

class:  Main  Dishes 

subclass  (es) :  Meats 

Other  Pork  Products 


MEAN  RATING  *.  7 . 62 
STD.  DEVIATION  *.  1,50 
PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  94 

FORM  NO.  *.  1 

NO.  RATING  :  281  5 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  0.1 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-identical;  7.^5 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  signif.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.61 

7.63 

7.73 

7.54 

7.65 

7.57 

7.45 

7.69 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.87 

7.49 

7.76 

7.58 

7.99 

7.44 

7.42 

D 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.86 

7.61 

7.61 

7. 63 

7.56 

7.67 

7.32 

7.30 

d 

AGE 

7.50 

7.48 

7.43 

7.70 

8.02 

7.91 

8.00  j 

Q 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.69 

7.29 

7.40 

7.60 

7.82 

7.94 

7.99  j 

X 

GRADE 

8.  83 

7.43 

7.41 

7.50 

7.85 

7.96 

7.98  | 

X 

GT  AS 

7.78 

7.72 

7 . 63 

7.60 

B 

I! 

■ 

■ 

■ 

EDUCATION 

7.66 

7.65 

7.53 

7.45 

7.64 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.80 

7.76 

7.58 

7.64 

7.58 

7.63 

7.46 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.71 

7.38 

SB!! 

■11 

Qj 

,  RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.87 

7.40 

B 

8BBI 

— 

Q 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.43 

7.92 

B 

■■ 

1 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.90 

7.44 

MW 

BM 

gg|| 

g 

s 

D.  COMMENTS!  Previous  survey;  Region:  6  high,  8  low  1.01,  agrees; 
Education:  no  effect,  agrees;  Hometown,  Age,  L.Q.S.:  no  effect, 

di sagrees. 
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A.  DESCRIPTION  : 

food  no.  :  7 1 6 

name  :  Barbecued  Pork  Chops 

class:  Mai n  Dishes 
sub  class  (es) :  Meats 

Other  Pork  Products 


MEAN  RATING  :  7 . 56 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.58 
PERCENTILE  RANK  :  93 

FORM  NO. :  4 

NO.  RATING  :  271  1 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  1.2 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous- si  mi  1 ar : 

Breaded  Pork  Chops  7.46 
Grilled  Pork  Chops  7.83 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 


C  AT  E  6  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.52 

7.48 

7.70 

7.57 

7.49 

7.50 

7.42 

7.51 

HH 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.63 

7.68 

7.57 

7.32 

7.84 

7.43 

7.39 

HI 

HI 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.62 

7.75 

7.47 

7.51 

7.57 

7.47 

7.43 

7.45 

■ 

HI 

Bi 

7.67 

7.59 

7.48 

7.52 

7.73 

7.36 

7.42 

■ 

Hi 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.74 

7.44 

7.49 

7.58 

7.53 

7.76 

7.49 

m 

■ 

HI 

GRADE 

7.86 

7.54 

7.48 

7.47 

7.59 

7.70 

7.48 

■ 

HI 

GTAS 

7.62 

7.63 

7.69 

7.66 

7.17 

[H 

D 

EDUCATION 

7.90 

7.72 

7.56 

7.27 

7.24 

H 

D 

FATHER’  S 

EDUCATION 

7.58 

7.68 

7.64 

7.50 

7.45 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.61 

7.39 

■ 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

.7.60 

7.51 

HI 

BUB 

Mil 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.51 

7.62 

liili 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.59 

7.50 

HH 

lIKlllil 

■ 

d.  comments: 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


food  no.  :  747 

name:  Roast  Pork 

class:  Main  Dishes 

subclass  (es>:  Meats 

Other  Pork  Products 


MEAN  RATING  t  7.37 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.42 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  85 

FORM  NO.  *.  6 

NO.  RATING  :  2693 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  0.3 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-identical:  7.72 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.34 

7.33 

7.54 

7.-28 

7.29 

7.39 

7.41 

7.14 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.37 

7.08 

7.30 

7.32 

7.41 

7.38 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.43 

7.35 

7. 44 

7.37 

7.32 

7.37 

7.18 

7.49 

■ 

IB 

AGE 

7.36 

7.44 

7 . 40 

7.12 

7.47 

7.34 

7.45 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.60 

7.40 

7.33 

7.25 

7.1 1 

7.29 

7.43 

| 

* 

X 

GRADE 

7.59 

7.37 

'7. .34. 

7.27 

7.30 

7.43 

7.40 

GTAS 

7.45 

7.38 

7.27 

7.37 

7.42 

7.36 

EDUCATION 

7.39 

7.35 

7.55 

7.45 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.40 

7.45 

7.33 

7.42 

7.33 

7.30 

COMPONENT 

7.37 

7.36 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.38 

7.36 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.35 

7.41 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.39 

7.36 

D.  COMMENTS!  Previ  ous  survey:  Background  not  anal yzed. 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  741 

NAME:  Lamb  Pot  Pie 

class:  Main  Dishes 

sub  class  (es) :  Meats 
Lamb 


MEAN  RATING  *.  5.0 8 

STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.38 

PERCENTILE  RANK  l  5 

FORM  NO. :  4 

NO.  RATING  *.  2085 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  24.0 


B.  RATINOS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  t 

CATEGORY 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.25 

4.78 

5.35 

4.95 

5.10 

5. 18 

4.89 

4.94 

■ 

Bi 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.01 

4.99 

5.07 

4.  94 

5.09 

5.45 

B 

1 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

4.62 

4.96 

4.93 

5. 13 

5.39 

5.20 

5.41 

u 

AGE 

5.68 

5.89 

5.02 

Ha 

4.56 

4.06 

4.07 

— 

Q 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.95 

5.48 

5.27 

5.46 

4.86 

4.71 

4. 1 1 

§Sg§| 

m 

D 

GRADE 

6. 10 

5.58 

5.27 

5.29 

4.  83 

4.22 

4.06 

’ 

lllilll 

B 

D 

GT  AS 

5.63 

BQ| 

5.08 

4.  92 

5.04 

4.88 

■ 

EDUCATION 

5.56 

4.90 

5.15 

4.  84 

B|| 

FATHER’  S 

EDUCATION 

4.94 

5.20 

5.20 

5.05 

4.70 

■ 

COMPONENT 

5.02 

5.25 

l!l||||||| 

■Mil 

8M 

■1 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

4.71 

5.47 

m 

IBM 

lili 

m 

H 

S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.  39 

4.65 

mi 

| 

B 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

4.62 

5.39 

lllllllllli 

B8BI 

— 

B 

NS 

d.  comments: 


A.  DESCRIPTION : 

food  no.  :  733 

MEAN  RATING 

6.35 

NAME:  Roast  Lamb 

STD.  DEVIATION  t 

2.38 

PERCENTILE  RANK  t 

43 

class:  Main  Dishes 

subclass  (es) :  Meats 

FORM  NO. : 

6 

L  amb 

NO.  RATING  : 

2470 

%  NOT  TRIED  I 

8. 6 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previ  ous-i  dew.tfi.ca1 :  6.13 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.79 

6.03 

6.50 

6.23 

— 

6.  27 

6.42 

6.55 

6.05 

D 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.18 

6.99 

Da 

6.13 

6.54 

7-10 

g 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.  81 

6.00 

6.  32 

6.40 

6.48 

6.58 

6.92 

H 

u 

AGE 

7.15 

6.90 

6.70 

5.97 

5.78 

4.97 

5.25 

m 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.32 

6.57 

6.73 

6.71 

5.92 

5.59 

5.29 

— 

g 

D 

GRADE 

7.37 

6.89 

6. 67 

6.53 

5.95 

5.44 

4.94 

g 

D 

GT  AS 

6.71 

6.50 

6.34 

6.29 

6.25 

6.53 

EDUCATION 

6.83 

6.  22 

6.32 

6.71 

g 

FATHER’  S 

EDUCATION 

oa 

m 

6.52 

ED 

D 

COMPONENT 

6.24 

6.69 

m 

HI 

m 

■H 

g 

US 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.93 

6.78 

BMBB 

j||gj 

■111 

S' 

UVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.71 

5.83 

gg 

g 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.82 

6.69 

M 

■■■I 

NS 

D.  COMMENTS!  Previ  ous  survey:  Region:  8  high,  3  low/  2.05,  agrees; 
Hometown:  U  1.19,  agrees;  Age:  D  2.53,  agrees;  L.O.S.:  D  1.85, 
agrees;  Education:  no  effect,  disagrees. 
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A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  719  MEAN  RATING  :  7.75 

NAME  :  Breaded  Veal  Cutlet  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.51 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  96 

class:  Main  Dishes 

sub  class  (es) :  Meats  form  no.  :  2 

Veal  NO.  RATING  *.  2734 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  2o  7 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previ ous -i denti cal :  7.60 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

C  A  T  E  6  0  R  Y 

12  3  4  8  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.90 

7.54 

7.81 

O 

00 

7.67 

7.85 

7.69 

7.68 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

8.06 

7.76 

7.75 

7.47 

7.93 

7.73 

7.54 

Hi 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.76 

7.74 

7.62 

7.84 

7.74 

7.65 

7.81 

7.83 

■ 

Hi 

AGE 

7.67 

7.62 

7.49 

7.84 

8.22 

8.05 

7.98 

Q 

u 

length 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.64 

7.48 

7.46 

7.87 

8.07 

8.27 

8.05 

B 

ux 

GRADE 

7.76 

7.56 

7.46 

7.68 

8.00 

8. 16 

8. 14 

ux 

GT  AS 

7.11 

7.51 

7.90 

7.91 

7. 80 

7.49 

Qj 

u 

EDUCATION 

7.59 

7.90 

7.74 

7.44 

B 

d 

FATHER’  $ 

EDUCATION 

7.77 

7.73 

7.70 

7.75 

7.70 

7.90 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.88 

7.36 

•  • 

— 

Sill 

— 

D 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.94 

7.58 

— i 

||j| 

mi 

g 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7. 60 

7.99 

piiiliiii 

g 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.98 

7.61 

1?II 

g 

s 

0.  COMMENTS:  Previous  survey:  Age:  U  0.70,  agrees;  Region  &  Hometown: 
no  effect,  agrees;  Education  &  L.O.S.:  no  effect,  disagrees. 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  728 

name:  Veal  Fricassee  (veal  cubes 
vegetables) 
class:  Main  Dishes 

SUBCLASS  (es):  Megts 

Veal 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


MEAN  RATING  t  6.  28 

and  std.  deviation  :  1 .99 

PERCENTILE  RANK  I  38 

FORM  NO. :  6 

NO.  RATING  :  2461 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  8.  9 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.34 

5.99 

6.48 

6.41 

6. 1  8 

6.38 

6.01 

6.04 

B 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

■SB 

6.38 

6.  30 

EB 

6.46 

DD 

6.14 

HOMETOWN 

TYRE 

6.33 

6.45 

6.16 

6.40 

6.28 

6.10 

6.09 

6.34 

AGE 

6.41 

6.07 

|Q| 

6. 16 

6.52 

6.45 

6.71 

21 

ux 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

D 

6.29 

6.01 

5.99 

6.30 

6.48 

60  60 

on 

X 

GRADE 

mmm 

mum 

6.39 

6.08 

6.05 

6.37 

6.42 

6.58 

X 

GT  AS 

6*  66 

6.  60 

6.57 

6.30 

6.09 

5.78 

illlllllllli  1 1 

D 

EDUCATION 

6.49 

6.28 

6.14 

6.08 

B 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6. 48 

6.43 

6.25 

6.00 

6. 36 

B 

D 

COMPONENT 

. 

6.33 

6.16 

MU 

■I 

m 

B 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.43 

6.14 

HI 

MM 

||§Jg 

IBM 

fl 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.17 

6.45 

— 

lii 

gg 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

wm 

6. 1  6 

MlH 

— 

IIBB 

g 

S 

d.  comments: 


A.  description: 


food  no.  :  737 

MEAN  RATING  : 

6. 89 

NAME  :  Veal  Loaf  wi  th  Gravy 

STD.  DEVIATION  *. 

1 .76 

class:  Mai  n  D  i  shes 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *. 

66 

SUB  class  (es) :  Meats 

FORM  NO.  *. 

1 

Veal 

NO.  RATING  : 

2769 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

2.1 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  *. 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  signif.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.62 

6.82 

7.09 

6.88 

6.83 

6.97 

6.64 

6.83 

g 

BB 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.1 1 

6.86 

6.  89 

6.73 

7.14 

6.88 

6.59 

bh 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.97 

6.92 

7.01 

6.81 

7.03 

ESS 

6. 67 

6.  60 

■ 

Bi 

AGE 

7.14 

7.01 

6.66 

6.83 

6.98 

6.88 

6.69 

B 

dx 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.36 

6.95 

6. 61 

6.92 

7.10 

6.  94 

6.89 

•  •  , 

g 

dx 

GRADE 

7.57 

7.04 

6.74 

6. 65 

6.93 

6.97 

6.89 

KB 

dx 

GT  AS 

6.98 

7.18 

7.03 

7.09 

6.72 

6.57 

B 

d 

EDUCATION 

7.05 

6.95 

6.89 

6.59 

5.95 

g 

D 

FATHER'S 

EDUCATION 

7.12 

ESI 

6.90 

6.83 

6.76 

6.88 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.00 

6.62 

g 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.98 

6.81 

1— 

— 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.81 

7.01 

— 

. ;  ,  •  i 

: . :• . 

B 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.02 

6.  82 

HU! 

BIMi 

g 

S 

d.  comments: 
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a.  description: 

food  ho.  :  744 

name:  veai  p0t  pie 

class:  Main  Dishes 

sub  class  (es) :  Meats 
Veal 


MEAN  rating:  6. 25 
STD.  DEVIATION  I  1 . 97 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  36 

FORM  NO.  *.  6 

NO.  RATING  :  2365 

%  NOT  TRIED  '.  12.5 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

C  A  T  EGO  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.34 

5.89 

6.42 

6.45 

BB 

6.29 

6.07 

6.01 

g 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.19 

HI 

BB 

bb 

6.25 

6.28 

6.38 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.24 

6.34 

m 

gg 

6.23 

6.18 

6.03 

6. 65 

■ 

AGE 

6.48 

6.  26 

6.14 

5.92 

6.39 

6.25 

6.39 

B 

X 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

m 

6. 17 

6.07 

oa 

6.28 

6.  22 

6.34 

g 

dx 

GRADE 

6.83 

||||jjj| 

6.00 

“  l 

6.  22 

6.41 

6.  20 

1^01 

DX 

gtas 

6.14 

6.49 

m 

6.23 

6.28 

6.10 

; 

B 

EDUCATION 

6.44 

6.25 

6.23 

6.15 

B 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.27 

oa 

6.15 

6.22 

6.25 

B 

COMPONENT 

6.29 

6,08 

|§§|g|g§|$|gg 

_ _ _ _ ^ 

ill 

m 

B 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.33 

60 1  6 

HI 

mu 

— 1 

B 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.19 

6.34 

• . 

. ; 

■■ 

mu 

B 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

BB 

6. 18 

■HI 

■■ 

B 

D.  comments: 
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A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  761  mean  rating:  7*84 

name:  Veal  Steak  std. deviation  :  1 .35 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  98 

FORM  NO.  ’.  6 

NO.  RATING  *.  2683 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  0*7 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  ATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  signif.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.58 

7.52 

7.98 

7.99 

7.81 

7.95 

7.72 

7.92 

B 

BB 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

8.16 

8.09 

8.04 

7.58 

7.93 

7.70 

7.52 

| 

M 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.96 

7.91 

7.90 

7.84 

7.88 

7.72 

7.58 

7.76 

■ 

BB 

AGE 

7.90 

7.85 

7.71 

7.87 

7.92 

7. 84 

7.94 

■ 

Bi 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

8.03 

7.74 

7.67 

7.88 

8.07 

7.81 

7.96 

m[ 

X 

GRADE 

. 

8.01 

7.81 

7.71 

7.79 

7.99 

7.98 

7.85 

X 

GTAS 

7.91 

7.90 

7.89 

8.01 

7.79 

7.40 

v.:\  ■: 

d 

EDUCATION 

7.99 

7.88 

7.65 

7.77 

B 

d 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

8.03 

7.95 

7.85 

7.65 

7.87 

7. 86 

B 

d 

COMPONENT 

7.89 

7.70 

B 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.90 

7.79 

■Mi 

BB 

liHii 

BB 

B 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.80 

7.92 

HI 

RSI 

B 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.94 

7.79 

Ji 

Hi 

BB 

— 

B 

S 

d.  comments: 


class:  Main  Dishes 

SUB  class  (es) ;  Meats 
Veal 
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A.  DESCRIPTION  : 

food  no.  :  7  34 

NAME  Bake d  L  i  ver 

CLASS;  Main  Dishes 

SUNGLASS  (es):  Meats 
Liver 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  t 

Previ ous-si mi  1 ar : 

Liver  5.87 


MEAN  RATING  t  4.  87 
STD.  DEVIATION  *.  2.73 
PERCENTILE  RANK  I  2 

FORM  NO. :  5 

NO.  RATING  2585 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  4.7 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  t 

C  A  T  E  6  0  R 


I  2  5  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


4.94 

4.85 

4.84 

4.85 

ng 

EE3 

:  4.80 

5.04 

■ 

REGION 

OF  ' 
ORIGIN 

'  4.92 

4.56 

5.22 

4.58 

5.04 

:  4.75 

4.87 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5. 19 

4.96 

4.79 

4.66 

4.86 

4.69 

4.81 

4.58 

■ 

■1 

AGE 

4.91 

4.  85 

4.83 

5.02 

4.91 

4.83 

111 

■ 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

HI 

5.00 

4.86 

4.50 

mm 

4.88 

4.75 

■H 

D 

(  dx 

GRACE 

5.52 

4.97 

4. 92 

HI 

4.63 

4.91 

4.57 

B 

DX 

m 

5.09 

5.06 

4.95 

5.09 

4.56 

4.81 

Vc 

d 

EDUCATION 

5.09 

4.72 

5.05 

4.82 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5.1 0 

4.92 

4. 94 

4.94 

4.68 

B 

COMPONENT 

4.81 

5.04 

HI 

ili# 

i— 

B 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

4.90 

4.82 

m 

gfffg 

§§§i§ 

■■ 

1MB 

B 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

4  .  84 

4.88 

Bill 

BIlll 

Ijjlljl 

ms 

B 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

4.88 

4.84 

ms 

1 

Hm 

illl 

MU 

B 

0.  COMMENTS 


A.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  7 1 2 

MEAN  RATING  : 

6.79 

NAME:  chile  Con  Game 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

1.90 

class:  Mai  n  Dishes 

PERCENTILE  RANK/. 

62 

sub  class  (es) :  Meats 

FORM  NO. : 

3 

Meat  Combinations 

NO.  RATING  : 

2732 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

3. 1 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-identical:  6.61 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CA  TEGORY 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.33 

6.70 

6.84 

6.76 

7.01 

7.00 

6.73 

6.75 

B 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6. 96 

7.12 

7.00 

7.08 

6.76 

6.53 

5.94 

g 

Hi 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.78 

6.  83 

6.94 

6.85 

6.77 

6.69 

6. 60 

6.85 

B 

HI 

AGE 

7.13 

6.94 

6.39 

6.81 

6.82 

6.78 

6.68 

** 

X 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.01 

6.90 

6.53 

6.86 

7.18 

6.88 

6.73 

hh 

g 

X 

GRADE 

1 

7.24 

6.93 

6.62 

6.73 

6.81 

6.83 

6.66 

B 

dh 

GT  AS 

6.72 

6.59 

6.90 

6.87 

■ 

6.75 

6 , 66 

B 

EDUCATION 

7.01 

6.82 

6.72 

6.43 

B 

D 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.81 

6.77 

6.84 

6.82 

6.76 

6.76 

B 

COMPONENT 

6.92 

6.36 

• .  7" 

■ill 

fm 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.84 

6.74 

B 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.75 

6.85 

— 

lllllllllltlll 

B 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6,  84 

6.75 

■1 

Hi 

B 

0.  COMMENTS:  Previous  survey:  Region:  2  high,  8  low  1.62,  agrees; 
Hometown:  no  effect,  agrees;  Age,  Education,  L.O.S.:  no  effect, 

disagrees. 
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A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  742 

NAME:  Chop  Suey 

class:  Main  Dishes 

sub  class  (es) :  Meats 

Meat  Combinations 


MEAN  RATING  I  5.88 
STD.  DEVIATION  *.  2.52 
PERCENTILE  RANK  :  21 

FORM  NO. :  2 

NO.  RATING  *.  2586 

%  NOT  TRIED  *.  7.9 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous -identical  :  6.36 

Previ ous-simi 1 ar : 

Chop  Suey  with  Soy  Sauce  5.52 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATE  GORY 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.  14 

5.76 

■SHI 

5.  86 

1 

5.79 

5.95 

5.80 

5.  89 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.55 

•  6.  33 

5.28 

■ 

M 

5.66 

5.64 

6.70 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.  67 

5.40 

5.45 

6.  02 

BB 

6,08 

6. 19 

6.35 

m 

u 

AGE 

6.01 

5.68 

5.67 

5.83 

5.85 

6.17 

6.57 

m 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

BB 

5.85 

5.60 

5.64 

6.14 

5.92 

6.23 

q 

X 

GRADE 

6.25 

5.92 

5.58 

5.65 

5.96 

6. 1  2 

6.27 

mm 

X 

GTAS 

5.95 

5.71 

5.86 

5.54 

6.  05 

6.07 

•  •••••.:  •  : 

EDUCATION 

5.  81 

5.78 

5.98 

6.28 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5.  80 

5.66 

5.79 

5.99 

6,  60 

5.86 

■ 

COMPONENT 

5.96 

:  ’  :  ‘  •  •  •  '  ' 

wm 

D 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.89 

5.87 

181811 

■■ 

Hi 

1 

w 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.86 

| 

MMB 

mil 

IBSiS 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.92 

5.87 

m 

HH 

■111 

■ 

D.  COMMENTS!  P revi ous  survey:  Background  effects  not  analyzed. 


mean  rating:  5.95 

8TD.  DEVIATION  :  2 . 40 
PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  23 

FORM  NO.*.  2 

NO.  RATING  :  2483 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  11.5 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-identical:  5.71 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  6  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6. 19 

5.92 

5.91 

5.98 

5.69 

6.07 

5.85 

6.08 

■ 

gi 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.76 

6.45 

5.55 

5.82 

5.72 

5.85 

6.71 

i 

gi 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.  81 

5.41 

5.64 

6.07 

6.06 

m 

6.24 

$.40 

g 

u 

AGE 

6.24 

5.73 

5.66 

5.80 

6.00 

6.22 

6.62 

g 

ux 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.27 

5.98 

5.65 

5.63 

5.98 

6.22 

6.23 

X 

GRADE 

6.41 

6.19 

5.56 

EB 

6.02 

6.21 

6.34 

g 

X 

G  T  AS 

5.90 

5.78 

5.93 

5.63 

6. 10 

6.28 

B 

u 

EDUCATION 

5.89 

5.83 

6. 1 1 

6.32 

B 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5.99 

5.70 

5.94 

5.98 

6.  22 

m 

B 

COMPONENT 

6.05 

5.62 

■■MB 

jpgi 

■— 

pm 

H 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.92 

5.98 

HI 

S1I8 

MB! 

— 

B 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.93 

5.98 

1 

' 

BM 

m 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.00 

5.93 

■1 

Hi 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previ ous  survey:  Hometown:  U  0.65,  agrees:  Education:  no 
effect,  agrees;  Region,  Age,  L.O.S.:  no  effect,  disagrees. 
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SUB  CLASS  (es) : 


Meats 

Meat  combinations 


A.  DESCRIPTION : 

food  no.  :  717 

NAME  I  Chow  Mei  n 


a.  description  : 

food  no.  :  706  MEAN  rating  :  6.  34 

name:  Bologna  std. deviation  :  1.7 8 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  42 

class:  Main  Dishes 

SUBCLASS  (es):  Meats  FORM  NO.:  3 

Cold  Cuts  &  Sausages  NO.  RATING  :  2751 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  2.3 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previ ou s- i dent i cal s  6.25 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  A  T  EGO  R  Y 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8  SIGNIF. 

TREND 

ARMY 

AREA 

6.  29 

6.  39 

6. 45 

’  6. 13 

6.50 

6,42 

6.14 

6.35 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.30 

6.17 

6 

.14  J 

■  —  -  . . 

6.30 

m 

6.31 

BE 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.41 

6.26 

6. 34 

6.34 

6.57 

6. 24 

6.21 

6.16 

■ 

AGE 

6.35 

6.35 

5.98 

6.30 

6 . 65 

6.73 

MB 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.42 

mi 

6 

.03 

BQ | 

6.69 

6.71 

6.60 

B 

■a 

GRADE 

6.05 

6.14 

6. 24 

6.49 

6. 60 

6.71 

X 

GTAS 

6.32 

6.38 

*6.52 

6.27 

5.85 

MBI 

■■1 

B 

education 

6.55 

6.22 

Hi 

B 

D 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

na 

E 

m 

EE 

. 

6.43 

■ 

COMPONENT 

m 

5.91 

■11 

m 

BB 

■ill 

ill 

■  ■ 
H 

RA 

B  B 

m 

Wm 

iliil 

■111 

Bli 

■■I 

■■i 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.23 

6.49 

■ 

■ 

mm 

■i 

B 

0 

separate 

RATIONS 

Em 

6.23 

■ 

■ 

■■■ 

— i 

HM 

• 

mm 

H 

s 

D,  COMMENTS:  ■■PreV'-i  ous'  surveys’  •  Background*  effects  .not  analyzed. 


A.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  708  mean  rating:  6.33 

NAME!  Cerevel  at  (  summer  sausage)  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1 . 90 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  41 

CLASS:  Main  Dishes 

SUBCLASS  (es):  Meats  FORM  NO. :  4 

Cold  Cuts  &  Sausages  NO.  RATING  :  2133 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  22,0 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.26 

6.32 

6.40 

6.30 

6.37 

6.17 

6.28 

6.45 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.73 

6.05 

6. 65 

6.28 

6.  30 

6.20 

6. 1 0 

B 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.47 

6.40 

6.17 

6.30 

6.29 

6.34 

6.10 

B 

AGE 

6.24 

6.33 

6.00 

Ba 

6.74 

6.80 

6. 63 

Q 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.45 

5.96 

5.98 

6.  22 

m 

6.71 

H 

X 

GRAOE 

6. 63 

6. 14 

5.92 

6.24 

6,  60 

nm 

6.79 

Q 

X 

GTAS 

6.10 

6.57 

6.28 

6.42 

6.30 

5.89 

'  ’  . 

B 

EDUCATION 

6.47 

6.42 

6.16 

5.70 

D 

FATHER’  S 

EDUCATION 

6.53 

6.57 

m 

6.09 

6,42 

B 

d 

COMPONENT 

6.46 

5.86 

Q 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.49 

6.17 

w 

msm. 

g 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

m 

6.53 

ini 

1— 

g 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.54 

6. 18 

— 

BH 

B 

S 

D.  comments: 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


food  no.  :  735 

name:  Luncheon  Loaf  (luncheon  meat) 

class:  Main  Dishes 

sub  class  (es) :  Meats 

Cold  Cuts  &  Sausages 


MEAN  RATING  *.  6.47 
STD.  DEVIATION  *.  1 . 85 
PERCENTILE  RANK  '.  48 

FORM  NO.  *.  1 

NO.  RATING  *.  2801 
%  NOT  TRIED  I  0.7 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


CATE 

3  4 


6  0  R  Y 

5  6 


B 


SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.46 

6.54 

6.58 

6.40 

6.50 

6.30 

6.31 

6.57 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

wwm 

5.98 

6.46 

6.51 

6.67 

6.47 

6.59 

B 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

- — - — - n 

6.55 

6.39 

6.52 

6.58 

6.58 

6.32 

5.90 

B 

AGE 

6.75 

6.35 

HB 

6.49 

6.75 

6.  69 

6.45 

X 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.88 

PM 

m 

6.  63 

6.82 

6.58 

b 

X 

GRADE 

6.98 

6.78 

m 

6.27 

6.45 

6.76 

6.71 

B 

X 

GT  AS 

m 

6.84 

m 

6.64 

m 

5.67 

D 

EDUCATION 

6.83 

... 

6.53 

6.20 

6.10 

5.63 

B 

D 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6. 64 

6.47 

6.49 

6.58 

6. 15 

6.32 

6.47 

B 

COMPONENT 

6.58 

m 

lllllllllllll 

III 

B 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

m 

6.39 

■HI 

mi 

SI 

B 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.42 

6.57 

iilillillii 

■1 

!!!!!ll!!l!!! 

■Hi 

B 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.59 

6.40 

B 

d.  comments: 
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A.  DESCRIPTION 


food  no.  :  753  mean  rating  :  5.12 

NAME:  Liver  Sausage  STD.  deviation  :  2.53 

„  .  ,  PERCENTILE  RANK  t  5 

class:  Mai  n  Dishes 

SUBCLASS  (es):  Meats  FORM  NO.:  3 

Cold  Cuts  &  Sausages  NO.  RATING  :  2541 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  9.7 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previ ous-simi 1 ar : 

Liverwurst  5.66 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF,  TREND 


army 

AREA 

5.46 

BB 

BB 

5.13 

5.36 

4.97 

4.75 

4.77 

B 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

4.92 

4.70 

5.22 

5.58 

5.09 

5.03 

4.98 

B 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.19 

5.10 

4.73 

4.99 

5.08 

5.15 

5.56 

5.33 

B 

AGE 

5.02 

5.02 

4.94 

5.09 

5. 13 

5.36 

5.79 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.41 

5.08 

4.92 

4.79 

pj$|| 

5.15 

5.45 

o 

X 

GRADE 

5.53 

5.20 

4.91 

4.81 

. 

5.29 

5. 17 

5.46 

B 

X 

GT  AS 

5.36 

5.27 

If 

Hh 

5.05 

om 

4.95 

B 

EDUCATION 

5.17 

5.07 

5. 17 

Bfl 

B 

FATHER’  S 

EDUCATION 

5. 10 

5.15 

BB 

5.14 

i-n-m  ■■  i  '  ui 

4,95 

B 

COMPONENT 

ESI 

■Mi 

wmm 

..  •  : 

im 

B 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.25 

5.00 

B 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.06 

5.23 

I! 

wm 

B 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.27 

5.03 

M 

■Bill 

B 

D.  COMMENTS: 


a.  description: 


FOOD  NO. :  729 

MEAN  RATING  : 

6.50 

NAME!  Grilled  Frankfurters 

STD.  DEVIATION  I 

2.03 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

51 

class:  Main  Dishes 

SUB  CLASS  (es) :  Meats 

FORM  NO. : 

7 

Col  d  C u  t  s  &  S  au s a ge s 

NO.  RATING  : 

2653 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

0.7 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-identical:  6,66 

Previ ous-simi 1 ar : 

Frankfurters  6.52 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


Army 

area 

6.83 

6.62 

6.57 

6. 14 

6.75 

BB 

6.38 

6.35 

bi 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.96 

6.30 

D 

wen 

6,  60 

6.69 

wen 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

EO 

6.39 

ISO 

6.70 

6.50 

6.33 

6.28 

■ 

AGE 

6.85 

6.45 

DO 

6.51 

6.52 

6.59 

6.50 

X 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.26 

6.59 

6.09 

6.37 

6.38 

6.41 

6.57 

Q 

X 

GRADE 

7.40 

6.76 

ra 

6./p 

6.58 

6.42 

B 

DX 

GTAS 

WEI 

6, 67 

6.62 

6.49 

6.40 

6.14 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6.67 

6.54 

6.27 

5.95 

D 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.55 

6.52 

m 

6.49 

6.40 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.57 

6.24 

: _ . _ 

B 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.38 

IH 

— 

.  j 

B 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.39 

6.64 

■l! 

B 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

mwm 

■n 

6.39 

iisiiEiiiiiis^ 

B 

S 

D.  COMMENTS!  Previ ous  survey:  Region:  3  high,  8  low  0.90,  disagrees; 
Hometown:  no  effect,  agrees;  Age,  Education,  L.O.S. :  no  effect, 

disagrees. 
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a.  description: 

FOOD  NO.  J  740  MEAN  rating:  6.13 

NAME!  Stuffed  Green  Peppers  with  Brown  Gravy  STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.49 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  31 

CLASS:  Main  Dishes 

SUB  CLASS  (es) :  Meats  FORM  NO. :  2 

Ground  Meats  NO.  RATING  :  2471 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  11.9 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previ ous-i dent i cal :  6.47 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGOR  Y 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.63 

6.06 

6. 14 

6.26 

5.  81 

6.20 

5.98 

5.95 

m 

Bi 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.69 

6.41 

5.70 

5.61 

6.05 

6.  36 

6.69 

H 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.99 

5.97 

5.79 

BBI 

6.37 

6.34 

6*  20 

m 

■ 

BI 

AGE 

5.59 

5.77 

5.86 

6.30 

6.70 

7.03 

6.93 

B 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.85 

5.62 

5.75 

6.01 

6.57 

6.84 

6.85 

B 

u 

GRADE 

5.87 

5.66 

5.74 

5.95 

,6.4.9 

6.92 

6.99 

B 

u 

GT  AS 

5.81 

5.63 

6.33 

6. 1 1 

6.30 

6.09 

D 

EDUCATION 

5.82 

6. 18 

1 

6.24 

6.29 

■ 

FATHER*  S 

EDUCATION 

6. 15 

6.13 

H 

6.22 

mm 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.28 

5.72 

W 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.47 

5.81 

IBB 

lift 

g 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.84 

6.56 

■11 

B 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.55 

5.88 

m 

S 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previous  survey;  Region:  no  effect,  disagrees;  Hometown 

U  0.74,  disagrees;  Age:  no  trend  1.01,  disagrees;  Education:  no  effect 
agrees;  L.O.S.:  U  O.83,  agrees. 
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A.  DESCRIPTION  *. 


food  no.  :  751 

name:  Grilled  Hamburger  Sandwich 

class:  Main  Dishes 

sub  class  (es) :  Meats 

Ground  Meats 


MEAN  RATING  :  7.52 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  1,41 
PERCENTILE  RANK  :  90 

FORM  NO. :  6 

NO.  RATING  :  2691 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  0.4 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


2 


CATE 
3  4 


G  O  R  Y 
5  6 


8 


SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.54 

7.43 

7.65 

7.38 

7.61 

7.58 

7.34 

7.51 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.23 

7. 47 

7.47 

7.60 

7.51 

7.58 

7.76 

B 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.41 

7.54 

7.55 

7.35 

7.53 

7.53 

7.76 

7.83 

B 

U 

AGE 

. 

7.92 

7.59 

7.40 

7.29 

7.47 

7.34 

7.38 

m 

d 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

8.  02 

7.68 

7.42 

7.37 

7.36 

7.39 

7.39 

lllg 

D 

GRADE 

7.99 

7.76 

7.50 

7.31 

7.35 

7.49 

7.27 

■11 

|Q| 

D 

G  T  AS 

7.43 

7.68 

7.66 

7.47 

7.46 

7.36 

B 

EDUCATION 

7.64 

7.50 

7.61 

7.46 

FATHER’  S 

EDUCATION 

7.52 

- 

7.58 

7.50 

7.51 

7.46 

7.49 

COMPONENT 

7.51 

7.50 

!lli!l!!l§i! 

.  §| 

— 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.49 

7.54 

•  • . :  • 

• 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.52 

7.52 

■8 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.54 

7.52 

— 

■■ 

D.  COMMENTS 


A.  DESCRIPTION  : 

FOOD  NO.  :  1201  MEAN  RATING  :  7.47 

NAME:  Spaghetti  and  Meatbal  1  s  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1,68 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  89 

FORM  NO. :  A 1  1 

NO.  RATING  :  19,235 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  0.2 


class:  Main  Dishes 
subclass  Us):  Meats 

Ground  Meats 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-identical;  7.47 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  A  TEG  0  R  Y 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.64 

7.42 

7.54 

7.35 

7.42 

7.52 

7.46 

7.53 

Q 

m i 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.18 

7.66 

7.25 

7.56 

7.25 

7.74 

5 

C 

r-. 

Bl 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.19 

7.42 

7.43 

7.49 

7.56 

7.61 

7.74 

7.75 

u 

AGE 

8.02 

7.62 

7.38 

7.33 

CM 

CM 

o 

7.04 

7.00 

BfBI 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

8.07 

ra 

7.41 

7.46 

7.37 

7.17 

7.09 

—Bl 

g 

D 

GRAPE 

Esa 

7.87 

7.46 

7.35 

7.27 

7.15 

7.13 

•: ..  • ' *  ••  ...•  • 

| 

D 

GT  AS 

7.37 

7.53 

ra 

7.42 

■i 

■ 

EDUCATION 

7 . 02 

7.42 

7.54 

7.42 

7.41 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.39 

7.40 

7.53 

BEB 1 

7.63 

7.36 

Bl 

COMPONENT 

7.48 

7.44 

■I 

mi 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.35 

7.58 

D 

S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.54 

7.36 

■Bi 

HH 

I 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.34 

7.55 

11 

— 

■HI 

HM 

Bi 

NS 

D.  COMMENTS!  Previous  survey;  Region;  2  high.  North  Central  low  1,49, 
disagrees?  Hometown,  Education,  L.O.S. :  no  effect,  disagrees. 

Ages  DO. 54,  agrees. 
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A.  DESCRIPTION 


food  no.  :  7  60 

NAME!  Salisbury  Steak 

class:  Mai  n  D  i  shes 
SUB  CLASS  (es) :  Meats 

Ground  Meats 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-similar: 

Baked  Hamburger  Steak  6.50 


MEAN  RATING  ‘.  7.29 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.56 
PERCENTILE  RANK  :  82 

FORM  NO.  3 

NO.  RATING  *.  2712 
%  NOT  TRIED  *.  3.  8 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 


C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.35 

7.40 

- 1 

7.39 

7.12 

7.32 

7.44 

6.  87 

7.38 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7 . 26 

7.09 

7.48 

■ 

7.20 

7.52 

7.23 

7.37 

B 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.45 

7.29 

7.27 

7.37 

7.31 

7.26 

7.08 

6.96 

B 

AGE 

7.49 

7.27 

7.18 

7.35 

7 . 27 

7.25 

7.32 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.65 

7.36 

7.09 

7.35 

7.24 

7.23 

7.29 

X 

grade 

7.78 

7 . 37  ) 

7.23 

7.11 

7.34 

7.25 

7.33 

dx 

gtas 

7.45 

7.57 

7.43 

7.27 

7.26 

6.95 

d 

EDUCATION 

m 

7.35 

7.35 

7.15 

7.25 

B 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.39 

7.32 

7.41 

7.29 

7.05 

7.13 

B 

COMPONENT 

7.33 

7.19 

■ :  !  !•  :  • 

. 

B 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.33 

7.27 

|$||  ||  lllll 

B 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.28 

7.32 

— 

m— 

B 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.31 

7.29 

IBB 

B 

D.  comments: 


a.  description: 

food  no.  :  713 

MEAN  RATING  : 

7.50 

NAME:  Barbecued  Chicken 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

1.79 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

90 

class:  Main  Dishes 

SUBCLASS  (es):  Meats 

FORM  NO. : 

4 

Fowl 

NO.  RATING  : 

2732 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

0.3 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CA  TEGORY 

I  2  3  4  S  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.64 

7.50 

7.64 

7.48 

7.37 

7.41 

7.42 

7.28 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

| 

7.75 

7.43 

7.32 

7.60 

7.45 

7.34 

■ 

■m 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.51 

7.67 

7.39 

7.44 

7.46 

7.42 

7.57 

7.49 

■ 

mim 

AGE 

7.84 

7.54 

7.21 

7.43 

7.60 

7.27 

7.47 

111118 

mi 

dh 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.91 

7.53 

Pl|]l 

7.44 

7.48 

7.64 

7.43 

H 

ms 

dh 

GRADE 

7.97 

7.69 

7.35 

7.29 

7.47 

... 

7.48 

7.58 

j§jj§j 

mi 

■a 

G  T  AS 

7.70 

7 . 49 

7.63 

7.64 

7.36 

7.20 

Bjllj 

■ 

D 

EDUCATION 

7.77 

7.68 

7.49 

7.36 

7.18 

■ 

D 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.64 

7.64 

7.52 

7.35 

7.39 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.55 

7.30 

— 

IB 

■11 

■ 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.56 

7.43 

— 

BH 

■HI 

— 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.43 

7.61 

BB 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.59 

7.41 

—1 

BBBI 

HNS 

■ 

d.  comments: 


a.  description: 


food  no.  :  714 

MEAN  RATING  : 

7 . 80 

NAME:  Country-Style  Chicken  (southern 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

1.63 

fried) 

PERCENTILE  RANK 

97 

class:  Main  Dishes 

subclass  (es) :  Meats 

FORM  NO. : 

7 

Fowl 

NO.  RATING  : 

2663 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  *. 

Pr^ious-simi  1  ar: 

Fried  Chicken  8,24 

%  NOT  TRIED  I 

0.2 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  t 

C  A  T  EGO  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.59 

7V74 

00 

00 

* 

7.68 

7.97 

7.87 

7.75 

7.85 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

8.03 

7.70 

7.86 

7.65 

8. 1 1 

7,  63 

7.58 

13 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7. 90 

7.90 

7.90 

7.73 

7.64 

7.68 

7.69 

7.81 

■ 

AGE 

7.99 

7.76 

7.64 

7. 80 

7.82 

7.79 

7.78 

■ 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

8.21 

7. 87 

7.50 

7.83 

7.77 

7.85 

7.82 

H 

dx 

GRADE 

8.23 

7.93 

7.59 

7.71 

7.83 

7.74 

7.97 

dx 

GT  AS 

7.71 

7.95 

7.88 

7.93 

7.78 

7.30 

H 

EDUCATION 

7.95 

7.81 

7.59 

7.52 

■ 

D 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.96 

7.85 

7.85 

7.75 

7.58 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.86 

7.58 

lilillll 

" 

H 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.  88 

7.72 

mil 

MHi 

if 

■mm 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.74 

7.89 

SUM 

mi 

1 

1181 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.68 

7.73 

8S§f| 

■ 

d.  comments: 


a.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  715 

NAME:  stewed  Chicken 

class:  Main  Dishes 

subclass  (es):  Meats 
Fowl 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


MEAN  RATING  :  6.48 

STD.  DEVIATION  *.  2.10 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  49 

FORM  NO. :  5 

NO.  RATING  :  2687 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  1.2 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6. 49 

6.48 

6. 56 

6.42 

6.45 

6.34 

6.45 

6. 67 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.45 

6.  38 

6.35 

6.41 

6.59 

6.49 

6.34 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6, 43 

6.50 

6.58 

6.44 

on 

6.43 

6.50 

6.23 

■ 

AGE 

6.89 

6.49. 

6.38 

6.27 

6.25 

6.22 

6.55 

B 

X 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.12 

6.60 

6.37 

6.28 

6. 18 

6.41 

6.35 

dh 

GRADE 

7.15 

6.72 

6.38 

6.32 

Bl 

6.35 

M 

dh 

GT  AS 

6.75 

6.72 

6.49 

6.54 

6.38 

6. 10 

HB1 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6.53 

6. 47 

6.37 

6.50 

FATHER’  S 

EDUCATION 

6.55 

6.42 

6.58 

6.49 

BB 

6.37 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.49 

6.39 

M 

—B 

■W 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.48 

6.47 

in 

11!  B 

wm 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.48 

6.47 

■H 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.46 

6.48 

— 

HI 

JB 

HH 

■ 

D.  COMMENTS: 
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A.  DESCRIPTION 


MEAN  RATING  6.1  4 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.22 
PERCENTILE  RANK  :  32 

PORM  NO. :  1 

NO.  RATING  :  2552 
%  NOT  TRIED  t  9.7 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previ ous^si mi  1  ar : 

Chicken  Stew  over  Steamed  Rice  6.22 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


FOOD  NO. :  7  27 

NAME:  Chicken  Fricassee  (in  white  sauce 
with  rice) 
class:  Main  Dishes 

subclass  (es):  Meats 

Fowl 


C  ATE  G  O  R  Y 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.26 

5.97 

6.28 

6.02 

6. 06 

6. 36 

5.99 

6. 1  3 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.25 

6.33 

5.84 

5.92 

■ 

6.39 

6.07 

5.  80 

D 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5  .  89 

6.09 

5.99 

6.23 

6.45 

6.16 

6.39 

6.02 

■ 

AGE 

MM 

6*  06 

5.98 

5.95 

6.26 

6.22 

6.51 

■ 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6. 64 

6.00 

5.88 

5.99 

6.27 

6,  26 

6.35 

X 

GRADE 

6.io 

5.98 

5.88 

B 

■  1 

6.31 

6.47 

m 

X 

GT  AS 

6.38 

urn 

6.25 

6.16 

6.07 

6,06 

■ 

EDUCATION 

B 

6.12 

6.28 

B 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.18 

5.99 

6.05 

6.25 

6.03 

6. 1  2 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.23 

: i 

! 

Ul 

oo 
oo  ; 

_ j 

HI 

1  I 

g 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.24 

6.06 

■■ 

■■ 

|l|| 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.05 

6.29 

lilll 

: 

H 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

l  .  ■ 

6.02 

B 

•  •  • 

■lilll 

H 

S 

D.  COMMENTS 


A.  description: 


food  no.:  731 

MEAN  RATING  : 

6.56 

NAME:  chicken  ala  King  on  Toast 

STD.  DEVIATION 

2.10 

class:  Mai  n  D  i  shes 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

53 

subclass  (es):  Meats 

FORM  NO. : 

2 

Fowl 

NO.  RATING  : 

2579 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

8.3 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previ ous-i den ti cal :  7.02 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CAT  EGORY 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.47 

mm 

6.68 

6. 60 

6.42 

6.73 

6.44 

6.76 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

IH 

6.98 

6.31 

6.50 

6.64 

6.47 

6.99 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.48 

6.23 

6.63 

6. 68 

6. 63 

6.75 

6. 44 

6.55 

■ 

AGE 

6,  80 

6.  47 

6.48 

6.34 

6.68 

6.45 

6.82 

■ 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.06 

6.47 

6.39 

6.37 

6.64 

6,75 

6.55 

H 

X 

GRADE 

7.09 

6.72 

m 

6.45 

6.53 

6. 66 

mm 

X 

GT  AS 

6.46 

6.38 

6.75 

6.39 

6.58 

6. 56 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6.56 

1251 

6.60 

6«  66 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.40 

6.37 

6.58 

6.58 

6.69 

6.58 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.63 

6.32 

— 

•  •••  :j  ' 

. 

■ 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.57 

6.54 

W 

m 

mi 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.51 

6.62 

IBBi 

111 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.60 

6.52 

■ 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previous  survey:  Region:  no  effect,  disagrees;  Hometown, 
Age  &  Education:  no  effect,  agrees;  L.O.S.:  D  0.58,  disagrees. 


a.  description: 

MEAN  RATING  :  7.20 

STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.73 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  80 

FORM  NO.  :  5 

NO.  RATING  :  2625 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  3.2 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  t 

C  A  T  E  GORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.29 

7.23 

7.27 

7.10 

7.16 

6.98 

7.34 

7.26 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7,  05 

7.11 

6.75 

7.49 

7.11 

7.30 

7.52 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

.7.05 

7.28 

7.09 

m 

7.26 

7.23 

7.28 

7.36 

AGE 

7.76 

7.36 

7.13 

7.09 

6.99 

6,42 

6.82 

‘j^j 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.75 

7.33 

7.32 

7.13 

6.92 

6. 96 

6.79 

D 

D 

GRADE 

7.77 

7.52 

7.22 

7.22 

ppsp 

6.93 

6.90 

D 

GT  AS 

6. 96 

7.20 

7.16 

7.27 

7.21 

■ 

EDUCATION 

7.35 

7.19 

7.09 

7.29 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.11 

7.14 

7.40 

7.28 

7.17 

6.99 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.21 

7.15 

111  |§§lll 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7. 10 

7.30 

■ill 

mn 

■1 

■ 

S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.23 

7.16 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.15 

7.23 

■ 

D.  COMMENTS: 


food  no.  :  758 

NAME:  Turkey  Pot  Pie 

class  :  Main  Dishes 

sub  class  (es) :  Meats 
Fowl 


A.  DESCRIPTION  : 

FOOD  NO. :  7  25 

NAME:  Pan -Fried  Fi  sh 

class:  Mai  n  Di  shes 
subclass  (es):  Meats 
F  i  sh 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-similar: 

Fr i ed  Fi sh  5*42 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.29 

m 

6.56 

6.48 

6.44 

6.50 

6.42 

6.84 

■ 

Hi 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.57 

6.41 

6.56 

6.67 

6.75 

6.  27 

6.38 

■ 

HI 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.55 

6.53 

6.41 

6.59 

6.48 

6.52 

6. 19 

6.09 

■ 

Hi 

AGE 

6. 86 

6.30 

6.27 

6.34 

6.28 

6. 63 

6.90 

X 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.38 

6.50 

6.08 

6.47 

6.29 

6.64 

Q 

■ 

X 

GRADE 

7.34 

6.87 

6.05 

6.22 

6.34 

6.73 

6.64 

Q 

X 

GT  AS 

6.46 

6.40 

6.50 

6,  60 

6.43 

6.34 

. 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6.58 

6.47 

6.56 

6.75 

■ 

FATHER’ S 

EDUCATION 

6.52 

6.43 

6.44 

6.58 

6.23 

6.43 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.53 

6.29 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6, 66 

6.29 

— 

HH 

m 

Mi 

iiiiiii 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.30 

6.75 

IgMi 

118118 

II* 

g 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.78 

6.27 

MM 

BMB 

Q 

S 

o.  comments: 


mean  rating:  6.48 

STD.  DEVIATION  *.  2.34 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  49 

FORM  NO.  *.  5 

NO.  RATING  :  2685 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  0.9 
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a.  description: 


food  no.:  757 

MEAN  RATING  V 

6.04 

name:  Fish  Squares  (breaded) 

STD.  DEVIATION  1 

2.31 

class:  Main  Dishes 

PERCENTILE  RANK  I 

27 

sub  class  (es) :  Meats 

FORM  NO. : 

5 

Fi  sh 

NO.  RATING  : 

2558 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

5.5 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

on 

5.99 

6.  21 

6.00 

6.01 

6.02 

5.85 

-! - 1 

6.33 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.05 

6.07 

6. 1 1 

6.  26 

6.20 

5.89 

6.02 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.09 

HB 

5.82 

D 

6.04 

6.08 

5.  82 

5.87 

■ 

AGE 

m 

5.89 

5.85 

5.83 

5.99 

6.19 

6.42 

Q 

X 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.91 

6.14 

5.69 

6. 06 

_ i 

, 

5.90 

isa 

DX 

GRADE 

6.92 

6.50 

5.64 

5.73 

ES9 

6.23 

6.28 

dh 

GT  AS 

m 

U1 

00 

o 

5.99 

6.22 

m 

5.91 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6.04 

WM 

WKEi 

6.32 

■ 

FATHER’  S 

EDUCATION 

6.25 

6.01 

6.07 

6.03 

5.71 

5.92 

■ 

COMPONENT 

m 

5.92 

1 

i  i 

' 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.21 

5.87 

M 

LIVE  IN 

8 ARRACKS 

5.87 

6.30 

— 

Q 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.88 

iilB 

HU 

iff®® 

Q 

S 

D.  COMMENTS: 
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A.  DESCRIPTION  : 

food  no.  :  739 

name:  Fried  Oysters 

class:  Main  Dishes 

subclass  (es):  Meats 
F  i  sh 


MEAN  RATING  :  5.99 

STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.85 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  25 

FORM  NO. :  4 

NO.  RATING  1  2496 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  8-  8 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  S  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6,22 

6,05 

6.13 

5. 94 

5.90 

5.59 

6.03 

mm 

■ 

g| 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.22 

5.46 

6*  06 

5.44 

6, 67 

5.77 

6.  15 

PI 

gn 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

m 

H 

5.98 

5.97 

6.05 

5.97 

5.46 

■ 

gi 

AGE 

5.49 

5.61 

5.49 

5.85 

6.91 

6, 96 

7.40 

g 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5. 85 

5.54 

5.42 

5.39 

6.31 

7.06 

7.03 

1— 

El 

ux  ^ 

GRADE 

mu 

5.69 

5.37 

5.62 

6.33 

6.98 

7.39 

g 

ux 

GT  AS 

5.79 

5.95 

5.99 

6.03 

6.07 

5.90 

• 

§&M 

■ 

EDUCATION 

5. 66 

6.09 

6.20 

6.01 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.10 

6. 1 1 

6.08 

5.77 

6.02 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6. 17 

. 

5.35 

■ 

liillllllllllli 

B 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

m 

5.59 

— 

III 

i— 

.  M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.69 

6.48 

mm 

g 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.48 

5.68 

1 

Mi 

im 

g 

s 

o.  comments: 
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A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  707 

NAME:  Salmon  Cakes 

class:  Main  Dishes 

SUB  CLASS  (es) :  Meats 
Fish 


MEAN  RATING  :  6.  20 
STD.  DEVIATION  ’.  2.09 
PERCENTILE  RANK  :  34 

FORM  NO.:  6 

NO.  RATING  :  2527 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  6.6 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-identical;  6,06 
Present-si  mi  1  ar : 

Salmon  Loaf  5.97 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 


CATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  signif.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.17 

6.  20 

6,42 

6, 13 

n 

6.07 

6.05 

5.87 

B 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.07 

5.97 

6.23 

6.09 

6.52 

6.17 

5.50 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.39 

6.40 

m 

6.27 

BB 

m 

5.95 

AGE 

6.1 9 

6. 19 

m 

UK 

kflaK 

BB 

BB 

6. 65 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6, 1 1 

5.98 

BB 

6.18 

6.36 

MB 

GRADE 

6.65 

6.20 

6,02 

6.  26 

6.20 

B 

dh 

GT  AS 

6.32 

6.38 

6,36 

6.1.3 

5.99 

EDUCATION 

6,23 

6.23 

m 

5.96 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.23 

6,48 

BBl 

6.07 

mm 

COMPONENT 

om 

BB 

m 

fll 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.33 

mmm 

lanrgi. 

mmm 

— 

B 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

m 

EE1 

B8M 

BB 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

mm 

6.10 

B 

S 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previ ous  survey:  Region:  6  high,  8  low  1.78,  agrees; 
Hometown:  no  effect,  agrees;  Age:  D  0,98,  disagrees;  Education: 

D  1.14,  disagrees;  L.O.S.:  D  0, 83,  disagrees. 
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A.  DESCRIPTION  : 

FOOD  NO. :  736 

NAME:  Sal mon  Loaf 

class:  Main  Dishes 

SUBCLASS  (••):  Meats 
Fish 


MEAN  RATINO  *.  5.97 

STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.92 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  24 

FORM  NO. :  k 

NO.  RATINO  :  2445 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  10.7 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Present-simi  1  ar: 

Salmon  Cakes  6.20 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


CATEGO  RY 

I  2  3  4  6  S  7  9  SIQNIF,  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.79 

6.14 

6.08 

5.83 

QQ| 

5.96 

5.68 

Ul 

00 

00 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.92 

6.O3 

6, 13 

5.91 

6.13 

| 

hhi 

m 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.98 

i.  26 

5.93 

6.03 

6.05 

5.82 

HH 

* 

mi 

AGE 

6.02 

6.00 

5.83 

5.99 

5.91 

5.89 

HH j 

mm 

■ 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6,40 

5.87 

5.83 

5.92 

5.85 

5.87 

6. 06 

iSSI 

dh 

GRADE 

6. 04 

5.87 

5.77 

—Ml 

■i 

■ 

dh 

GT  AS 

Q2 

6.23 

6,09 

6.01 

5.82 

5.95 

mi 

■i 

wi 

Hi 

EDUCATION 

6. 08 

5.94 

5  .  89 

HH 

■ 

HI 

FATHER’  $ 

education 

5.98 

6.24 

6.08 

5,73 

_ 1 

_ ■ _ 

5.97 

n 

Hi 

COMPONENT 

5.98 

5.93 

— 

HH 

KNl 

■111! 

lilii 

■ 

Hi 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.98 

5.96 

||  | ; 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.96 

5.98 

MS 

MHj 

— 1 

MB 

§jjjg§| 

IHl 

■i 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.99 

5.96 

— 

MBM 

HH 

IW 

M 

■ 

m 

o.  comments: 


A.  DESCRIPTION  : 
food  ho.  :  7  54 

NAME:  Deep  Fat-Fried  Scallops 

class  :  Main  Dishes 

sub  class  (es) :  Meats 

Fish 


MEAN  RATING  *.  6.07 
STD.  DEVIATION  *.  2  „  44 
PERCENTILE  RANK  :  29 

FORM  NO. :  1 

NO.  RATING  *.  2662 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  5.9 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 


COMPONENT  6,20 


6.25 


MARITAL 

STATUS 


LIVE  IN 
BARRACKS 


5.89 


6,3 


D.  COMMENTS 


SEPARATE 

RATIONS 


6.08 


5.68 


5.90 


6,31 


5.89 


CATE 


6.1 

16 

6,: 

H 

mM 

6.33 

5./ 

'6 

5.7 

'1 

5.7 

’6 

6.1 

1 

6,  C 

)2 

1 

6.25 


GORY 

5  6 


6 

7 

6.01 

5.68 

6.18 

6,07 

5.87 

5.87 

6.53 

bei 

6.46 

6.50 

6.47 

6,10  6.05 


0 


8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


6.43 


6.  68 


5.82 


6.01 


a.  description: 

food  no.  :  746 

NAME:  Seafood  Platter  (scallops 
and  fish) 

class.  Main  Dishes 
subclass  Us):  Meats 

Pi  sh 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


MEAN  RATING  ’.  6 . 44 

oysters,  STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.30 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  46 

FORM  NO. :  2 

NO.  RATING  *.  2684 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  4.2 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.51 

6.42 

6.63 

6.28 

6.25 

6.45 

6.47 

6.  34 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.44 

wm 

6,10 

6.07 

6.  80 

6.36 

7.49 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.44 

6.17 

6.58 

6.74 

6.38 

6.54 

5.98 

■ 

■  H 

*  Hi 

AGE 

6. 40 

6.28 

6.10 

6.26 

6.  87 

6.70 

7.36 

Q 

ux 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.74 

6.37 

5.94 

6.1 1 

6.73 

6.81 

6.93 

Q 

X 

GRADE 

mm 

6.52 

5.99 

6.02 

6. 56 

6.83 

7.00 

g 

X 

. 

or  as 

6 * 1 6 

6.38 

6.59 

6.27 

6.47 

6.47 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6,40 

6.45 

6.44 

6.45 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.35 

6.37 

6.32 

6.58 

6.62 

6.37 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.55 

6.04 

B 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.64 

6.  24 

— 

■Bl 

1 

MUM 

Q 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.25 

6.72 

BBM 

mi 

D 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.76 

W 

BBS 

KB 

■  S' 

d.  comments: 
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A.  DESCRIPTION 


food  no.  :  7  55 

name:  Boiled  Shrimp 

class:  Mai  n  Di  shes 

sub  class  (es) :  Meats 
F  i  sh 


mean  rating:  6.36 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.  32 
PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  43 

FORM  NO. :  5 

NO.  RATING  :  2240 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  17.4 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

eq 

6.37 

6.29 

H9 

m 

6.52 

6.43 

6. 17 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.49 

■ 

6.66 

6.39 

. 

6.28 

6.28 

6.40 

6.  |7 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

m 

5.93 

6,  20 

6.34 

6.59 

6.  80 

6.73 

6.59 

u 

AGE 

m 

6. 30 

6. 40 

6*  62 

6.59 

7.08 

M  1  1 

Q 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.  38 

6,  06 

m 

D 

6.24 

6.53 

6.84 

u 

. 

GRADE 

S3 

6.07 

6.15 

_ 

6.39 

6.62 

7.13 

ux 

GT  AS 

6,  1  2 

6.12 

6.32 

6.59 

6.62 

■ 

u 

EDUCATION 

5.98 

6.37 

6.75 

7.06 

** 

u 

FATHER’  S 

EDUCATION 

HH 

B9 

6.  22 

m 

■Hil 

B 

■ 

U 

COMPONENT 

m 

6.24 

mb 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.51 

6.  22 

■ 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.26 

6.54 

■ 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.50 

6.27 

SHI 

— 

W 

■■ 

■ 

D.  COMMENTS 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  756 

NAME!  French -Fried  Shrimp 

class:  Main  Dishes 

sub  class  (es) :  Meats 


mean  rating  :  7.09 

STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.31 
PERCENTILE  RANK  :  7  4 

FORM  NO. :  7 

NO.  RATING  *.  2594 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  2.7 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  *. 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  1 

CATE  G  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  9  6  7  6  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.96 

7.11 

6,95 

6. 94 

7.25 

7.49 

7.20 

7.20 

■ 

Hi 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.35 

7.23 

7 .1  2 

7.12 

7.1 1 

6. 96 

6. 65 

■ 

Hi 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.77 

7.31 

7.09 

7.11 

7.06 

7.14 

7.30 

7.40 

■ 

AGE 

7.12 

6.86 

6.94 

7.04 

7.37 

7.42 

7.53 

ux 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.31 

6.90 

6.77 

6.90 

7.38 

7.45 

7.46 

MM 

B 

X 

GRADE 

7. 29 

7.20 

6.77 

6.78 

7.23 

7.56 

7.58 

X 

GT  AS 

6.  89 

7.10 

6.99 

7.19 

7.07 

■ 

EDUCATION 

7.08 

7.09 

7.39 

6.97 

■ 

FATHER*  S 

EDUCATION 

7.04 

7.00 

6.96 

7.25 

• 

7.01 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7. 17 

6.79 

■Bll 

— 

■1 

HI 

D 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.24 

6.95 

Ml 

m 

— 

■ 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6. 94 

7.31 

1 

HM 

B 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.33 

6.94 

MM 

IBB 

B 

s 

D.  COMMENTS: 


a.  description  : 


FOOD  NO. :  762 

MEAN  RATING  : 

6.03 

NAME :  Baked  Tuna  and  Noodles 

STD.  DEVIATION  l 

2.  24 

class:  Main  Dishes 

SUBCLASS  (es)  -.Meats 

PERCENTILE  RANK 

27 

FORM  NO. : 

5 

2566 

Fish 

NO.  RATING  : 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

5.6 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-identical:  5.88 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CAT  E  6  0  R  Y 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.16 

6,09 

5.99 

5.90 

.6,0.0 

6.04 

BB 

6. 17 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.55 

6.34 

6.32 

5.72 

6.07 

6.32 

Q 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

HI 

5.82 

5.85 

6.07 

6.14 

6.24 

6.05 

6C 1  6 

■ 

AGE 

6,3-8 

6,16 

HI 

5.81 

5.73 

5.53 

| 

III 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.  63 

6.35 

. : . 

6.14 

5  .  85 

5.47 

5.70 

5.70 

Q 

D 

GRADE 

,.6.44 

6.08 

' 

5.85 

5.81 

5.71 

5.83 

D 

G  T  AS 

6.25 

6.08 

5.77 

5.98 

■■■ 

6.  21 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6. 1 1 

5.98 

5.99 

6.34 

■ 

FATHER’S 

education 

5.86 

HQ 

6.10 

HHHI 

Hiflifl 

1 

5.82 

■ 

COMPONENT 

Qg 

aH 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.91 

HB 

111111111111 

■ 

S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.99 

Hi 

m 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.99 

6. 06 

Wm 

M 

i- & 

■ 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previ ous  survey:  Hometown  &  Education:  no  effect,  agrees; 
Region  &  Age:  no  effect,  disagrees;  L.O.S.:  D  0.51,  agrees. 


a.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  732 

NAME:  Tuna  ala  King 

class:  Main  Dishes 

subclass  (es):  Meats 
Fish 


MEAN  RATING  *.  5.93 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.19 
PERCENTILE  RANK  :  22 

FORM  NO. :  4 

NO.  RATING  :  2448 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  10.7 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-similar: 

Creamed  Tuna  on  Biscuits  6.31 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.96 

5.93 

mmm 

5.71 

5.94 

6. 10 

5.81 

5,  86 

H 

bm 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5. 66 

6.37 

5.90 

5.99 

5.89 

5.88 

6.01 

H 

IB 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.60 

5.92 

5. 89 

6.00 

6.05 

BB 

5.92 

6.24 

H 

■1 

AGE 

6.34 

6.09 

5.79 

5.89 

5.39 

5.68 

5.84 

B 

d 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.53 

6. 1 1 

5.89 

5.87 

5.62 

5.64 

5.72 

■ 

D 

GRADE 

6. 60 

6.  33 

5.86 

5.80 

5.86 

PUM 

5.69 

m 

D 

GT  AS 

5.99 

6.03 

6.02 

5.  85 

5-  86 

6,08 

H 

EDUCATION 

6.25 

5.77 

Kill 

6.06 

B 

FATHER’  S 

EDUCATION 

5.81 

5  <  88 

6.01 

Hi 

5.87 

H 

COMPONENT 

5.95 

5.81 

■IB 

■Hi 

H 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.74 

6.09 

— 

Wtm 

|jf§ 

m 

D 

S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.03 

5.74 

Hi 

■  •  . 

j§§§f 

H 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.71 

6.  04 

— 1 

NS 

D.  COMMENTS: 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  8o4 

NAME:  Baked  White  Potatoes 

class:  Potatoes  &  Starches 

SUB  CLASS  (e») :  P  ot  a  t  oe  s 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous- identical  :  6,73 


MEAN  RATING  *.  6.  77 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.72 
PERCENTILE  RANK  :  60 

FORM  NO. :  7 

NO.  RATING  :  2655 
%  NOT  TRIED  t  0.  4 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  t 


CATEGOR  Y 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

wm 

6,78 

6.71 

6.79 

6.95 

6.79 

6.91 

H 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

12a 

6.90 

6.99 

6.79 

6.53 

6.95 

7. 17 

g 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.83 

6,72 

6,72 

7.03 

6.82 

6.89 

H 

AGE 

6. 65 

6.78 

6. 76 

7.03 

6.98 

— ■ 

H 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.15 

6.77 

6,68 

6.58 

6.66 

6.  86 

■H 

X 

GRADE 

7.23 

isa 

6.66 

6,57 

_ 1 

HI 

7.10 

B 

X 

GT  AS 

m 

mm 

6.62 

6.73 

isa 

6.93 

— 

U 

EDUCATION 

6.  66 

6,81 

6,88 

1 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

m 

6.81 

6.72 

1 

COMPONENT 

m 

6.79 

j|jg| 

f§gHi 

HUH 

HI 

H 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.82 

6.72 

|||!i!i!!!!l 

ggjf§§ 

HI 

lil 

H 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.71 

6.87 

mu 

H 

H 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6,83 

6.73 

HB1 

HI 

I— 

1 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previ ous  survey;  Region:  8  high,  1  low  0. 85,  agrees; 
Hometown,  Age,  E ducat i on:  no  effect,  agrees;  L.O.S.:  no  effect, 
di s agrees. 
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A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO.:  803  MEANRATINO:  6.90 

NAME:  Potatoes  Fried  with  Onions  STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.07 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  67 

CLASS:  Potatoes  &  Starches 

subclass  (e»):  potatoes  form  no.:  4 

NO.  RATING  '.  2717 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  1*1 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-identical:  6.89 

Present-similar: 

Lyonnaise  Potatoes 

(boiled,  baked  with  filled  onions)  6,22 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

CATEGORY 


12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIQNIF.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.99 

6.80 

O 

O 

6.82 

7.06 

6.78 

6.78 

6.93 

m 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.87 

6.98 

7.20 

6,78 

6.86 

6S  $6 

7  c  1  8 

■ 

IPH 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.87 

6.82 

6.87 

6.93 

on 

7.05 

6.76 

7-15 

■ 

AGE 

6.82 

6,75 

6.70 

6.82 

7.32 

ro 

C\l 

* 

7.31 

m 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.02 

6,78 

6.63 

6.65 

7.15 

7.36 

7.29 

mu 

Q 

uX 

GRADE 

7.09 

6.90 

6.68 

6.63 

7.01 

7.28 

7.31 

Q 

uX 

GT  AS 

6.79 

7.07 

7.05 

6.88 

6.87 

6.60 

w 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6,  80 

7. 13 

6.83 

7.01 

6.88 

■ 

FATHER*  S 

EDUCATION 

6.95 

6.90 

6.97 

6.74 

6.97 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.98 

6, 65 

| 

III 

■Hi 

1—1 

D 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.10 

6.72 

■eBB 

§181 

n 

— 

— 

D 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.76 

7.14 

■■ 

g 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.12 

6.76 

Wm 

— 

S 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previous  survey:  Region:  2  high,  3  low  0.90,  disagrees: 
Hometown  &  Education:  no  effect,  agrees;  Age  &  L.O.S.:  no  effect, 
di  saqrees, 
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A.  description  : 

FOOD  NO. :  805 

name:  Franconia  Potatoes  (boiled, 
quarted,  and  baked) 
class:  Potatoes  &  Starches 

SUB  CLASS  (es) :  Potatoes 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS: 


MEAN  RATING  *.  6.  57 

STD.  DEVIATION  J  1.79 
PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  54 


FORM  NO.:  8 

NO.  RATING  :  2592 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  3.9 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  A  T  E  0  0  R  Y 

I  2  5  4  8  G  7 


8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.56 

warn 

6.71 

EH 

6.55 

mn 

6.66 

6.42 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.29 

6.32 

6.76 

ra 

n 

6.57 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6, 66 

6.65 

m 

6.57 

6.59 

6.30 

6.34 

6.53 

■ 

AGE 

hi 

6.49 

in 

6.25 

6.81 

6.83 

a 

X 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.06 

■S3 

6  a  1  6 

m 

6.27 

7.03 

6.82 

■i 

mi 

X 

GRADE 

7.08 

6.56 

6.21 

6. 36 

a 

6.95 

6.89 

mi 

X 

GTAS 

6.78 

6.  65 

6.55 

6.59 

6.51 

6.28 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6.58 

EQ 

6.54 

■ 

FATHER'S 

EDUCATION 

m 1 

6.67 

6. 45 

6.  54 

KS9 

6.58 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.63 

6.32 

■m 

M'S 

B 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.70 

6.42 

if® 

lllli 

— 

Mil 

|gg§ 

■■ 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.37 

6.84 

1888 

fM 

1 

Hi 

Ml 

mi 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.79 

6.42 

HU 

— 1 

mi 

— 

■i 

B 

s 

D.  COMMENTS 


A.  DESCRIPTION : 


FOOD  no.:  80  6 

MEAN  RATIN6  *. 

6.22 

NAME:  Lyonnaise  Potatoes  (boiled,  baked 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

2.04 

^  .....  with  fried  onions) 

CLASS.  Potatoes  &  Starches 

PERCENTILE  RANK  I 

35 

SUBCLASS  (M):  Potatoes 

FORM  NO.: 

3 

NO.  RATING  *. 

2572 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

8.4 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previ ous-simi 1 ar:  Present-simi 1 ar : 

Potatoes  fried  with  Onions:  4^90  Potatoes  Fried  with  Onions  6.8; 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKOROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

#  CATEGORY 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.  30 

6.22 

6.38 

6. 10 

6.01 

5.87 

6.27 

g 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.45 

5.97 

6.18 

5.99 

6.40 

6.21 

6.22 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

m 

6.24 

6.27 

6.16 

6.30 

6.04 

6.10 

6.48 

■ 

AGE 

6.03 

5.94 

5.97 

6.48 

6.49 

6.62 

6.86 

11 

g 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.56 

5.83 

5.80 

D9 

6.47 

6.50 

6. 69 

g§Jg 

g 

X 

GRADE 

6.73 

6.03 

5.  82 

5.95 

6.49 

6.67 

B 

X 

GTAS 

6.07 

6.24 

6.22 

6.32 

6.27 

5.94 

■ 

EDUCATION 

m 

6.20 

6.28 

6.40 

B 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.36 

6.24 

6.29 

|  ■  ■  • 

6.25 

5.97 

B 

COMPONENT 

6.32 

5.91 

Mil 

■1 

B 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.50 

5.95 

■HI 

■MBI 

ill 

B 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.04 

ilCf 

— 

9® 

— 

H 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.54 

6.03 

MB 

— 

Hillll 

■i 

MB 

Q 

S 

d.  comments: 


A.  description: 

FOOD  ho.:  807  MEAN  RATING  :  6.37 

NAME:  O'Brien  Potatoes  (cubed,  fried  with  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.93 

bacon,  pimentos  &  peppers)  PERCENTILE  RANK  f  44 

class:  Potatoes  &  Starches 

SUBCLASS  (••):  Potatoes  FORM  no.:  5 

NO.  RATING  :  2344 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  1  3  A 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


CATEGORY 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIQNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.33 

6.42 

6.37 

6.27 

6.35 

6.37 

6, 36 

6  „  6 1 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.68 

6.20 

6, 26 

6.44 

6.30 

6*  11 

...  • 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

Ba 

6.34 

6,32 

m 

6.44 

6.42 

gg 

BB 

AGE 

6.29 

6.09 

6,07 

6.41 

6.86 

6.77 

6.89 

— 1 

g 

gH 

(LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.73 

6.10 

6.25 

6,58 

6.90 

6.82 

BB 

X 

GRADE 

6.79 

m 

_p_ 

B9 

6* 66 

6.86 

6.93 

■■■ 

Q 

X 

GTA9 

m 

6.56 

QQI 

6.42 

6.26 

6.02 

1 

M8 

B 

EDUCATION 

6. 33 

6.38 

6,29 

gs 

‘  . 1 

B 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.35 

6.43 

6,27 

B— 

Bi 

B 

COMPONENT 

6,47 

mmmi 

| 

■II 

1111 

■i 

■1 

B 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.59 

BB 

■— 

fggfgf 

m 

lull 

g|S§ 

ill 

g 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.16 

6.  68 

■■ 

i— 

mm 

II 

■I* 

■ill 

g 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.71 

6.14 

SPM 

—M 

■H 

■1 

III 

g 

gH 

d.  comments: 


a.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  808  MEAN  RATING  *.  7 . 52 

NAME  :  M  a  she  d  P  ot  a  t  oe  s  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1 . 44 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  90 

CLASS:  Potatoes  &  Starches 

SUB  CLASS  (as) :  Potatoes  FORM  NO. :  7 

NO.  RATINO  *.  2665 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  0.  1 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-identical:  7.56 

Previous-similar: 

Mashed  White  Potatoes:  7.81 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  t 


C  A  T  E  G  O  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  6  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.53 

7.63 

7.49 

7.47 

7.57 

7.55 

7.42 

7.50 

■ 

Hi 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.29 

7.33 

7.77 

7.65 

7.46 

7.63 

7.73 

g 

Hi 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.50 

7.64 

7.43 

7.64 

7.48 

7.56 

7.35 

7.45 

■ 

H| 

AGE 

7.72 

7.44 

7.50 

7.59 

7. 34 

7.55 

7.45 

m 

■ 

H| 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.86 

7.58 

7.45 

7.36 

7.48 

7.52 

7.48 

H 

dh 

GRADE 

7.94 

7.56 

7.44 

7.36 

7.45 

7.51 

7.64 

Q 

X 

GTA3 

7.52 

7.33 

7.51 

7.60 

7.63 

7.13 

—l 

mu 

EDUCATION 

7.61 

7.59 

7.37 

7.22 

B 

D 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.42 

7.61 

7.61 

7.58 

. ,  , 

7.39 

B 

COMPONENT 

7.52 

7.51 

■Ml 

jJ8§§ 

— 

■1 

in 

B 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.64 

7.41 

Bull 

ills 

— 

mi 

— 

■111 

g 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.43 

7.66 

m 

HU 

— i! 

jjjj§ 

B 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.64 

7.45 

mm 

-  ’ 

— 

ami: 

■■ 

B 

S 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previ ous  survey:  Background  effects  not  analyzed. 


MEAN  RATINO  *.  6.59 

STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.29 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  55 

FORM  NO. :  5 

NO.  RATINO  *.  2662 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  1  •  7 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATE  6  0  R  Y 

I  2  S  4  8  6  7  8  SIONIF.  TREND 


D.  COMMENTS:  Pr  evi ous  survey;  Region;  6  &  1  high,  8  low  2.09,  agrees 
Hometown  &  Education:  no  effect,  agrees;  Age:  no  effect,  disagrees; 
L.O.S.:  D  0.56,  disagrees. 


A.  description: 
food  no.  :  809 

NAME:  Candied  Sweet  Potatoes 

CLASS:  Potatoes  &  Starches 
SUB  CLASS  (m)  :  Potatoes 

B.  RATINOS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  *. 

Previ  ous- iden ti cal :  6.54 


A.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  $*#  MEAN  rating: 

name:  Fried  Rice  $TD.  DEVIATION  : 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

class:  Potatoes  &  Starches 

SUB  CLASS  (•»):  R  i  ce  &  Other  Starches  FORM  NO-: 

NO.  RATING  : 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 


I  2  3  4  6  6  7  8  SIONIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5-87 

5.46 

5.55 

5.59 

5.30 

6.  22 

5.49 

5.56 

Q 

mi 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5-76 

6.58 

4.56 

5.15 

5.70 

5.47 

5.68 

Q 

mi 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5-28 

oa 

5.43 

5.44 

6.05 

5.86 

6.  23 

esi 

g 

u 

AGE 

5.32 

5.39 

ED 

5,81 

6, 06 

6. 19 

6.33 

flH 

m 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.  62 

5.42 

ED 

5.46 

5.78 

jj^^l 

6.  20 

— 1 

mi 

GRADE 

5.78 

5.45 

5.16 

5.43 

5.95 

6. 17 

5.93 

X 

GTA8 

5.44 

5.43 

5.61 

. 

5.62 

5.64 

5.71 

MM 

■ 

EDUCATION 

5.39 

5.57 

5.69 

EE3 

■ 

u 

FATHER' S 
EDUCATION 

5.56 

5.48 

5.47 

5.56 

6. 10 

_ i 

5.56 

■ 

COMPONENT 

5.74 

5.14 

M 

l§gg§ 

m 

rfS/-- 

D 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.80 

5.40 

mil 

m 

jjjj§j 

m 

■HI 

Q 

KB 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.46 

5.83 

■i 

S!  |  •  1 1 

mm 

ISitl 

MH 

iii 

m 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.83 

5.47 

BE 1 

MW 

W 

^■i 

—i 

s 

SB 

■ 

d.  comments: 


337 


5-61 

2.47 

13 

3 

2614 

7.2 


A.  DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  NO. :  811 

NAME!  Steamed  Rice 

class:  Potatoes  &  Starches 

SUB  CLASS  (••) :  Rice  &  Other  Starches 


MEAN  RATINO  i  5.  85 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.33 
PERCENTILE  RANK  t  20 

FORM  NO. :  1 

NO.  RATINO  :  2796 
%  NOT  TRIED  *.  0.9 


B.  RATINOS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-identical:  5.52 


0.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  ! 

CATEGO  RY 


I  2  5  4  5  6  7  8  SIONIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.82 

5.60 

5-.  90: 

6.  12 

5.86 

5.52 

■ 

mi 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.34 

6.34 

5.23 

5.48 

6.24 

5.59 

5.39 

B 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.50 

5.89 

mm 

5.90 

6,05 

6.27 

6.05 

B 

— 

AGE 

5.91 

5.68 

5.71 

npg 

mKmmH 

5.99 

6.03 

B 

umi 

B 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.29 

5.76 

m 

5.87 

6.06 

B 

iiiiii 

mm 

X 

GRADE 

b 

5.82 

5.61 

a 

6, 08 

6.09 

M 

a 

GT  A$ 

5.80 

5.94 

5.87 

5.90 

5.81 

5.99 

HUH 

■111 

fl 

EDUCATION 

5.93 

5.83 

5.95 

6.23 

B 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5,98 

5.56 

5.78 

5.97 

6.32 

6.00 

COMPONENT 

5.98 

5.53 

lS8Bi 

XX  vi  ! :  :v:7tt 

H 

MB 

ms 

;  HI 

B 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.93 

5.81 

lii 

— 

Hi® 

BBMM 

111 

mu 

B 

■I 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.83 

5.93 

1®' 

MMIIM 

III 

gjjjl 

B 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5,92 

5.82 

ili 

HU 

MBBi 

1— 8 

81® 

B 

D.  COMMENTS!  Previ ous  survey:  Region:  2  high,  8  low  1 . 1 8,  agrees; 
Hometown :  U  0. 69,  agrees;  Age  &  Education:  no  effect,  agrees; 

L.O.S.:  D  O.769  disagrees. 


A.  DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  no.  :  801 

NAME :  Baked  Beans  with  Molasses 

CLASS:  Potatoes  &  Starches 

SUB  CLASS  (cs) :  Rice  &  Other  Starches 


MEAN  RATINO  t  5 . 7  1 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.39 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  1  5 

FORM  NO.*.  6 

NO.  RATINQ  :  2372 


%  NOT  TRIED  :  12.3 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previ ous-simi 1 ar : 

Baked  Beans  (homemade)  with  Molasses:  6.23 
Baked  Beans:  6.17 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  ! 


CATEG  O  RY 

S  4  5  6 


SIONIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 


5.88 


5.67 


5. 


5.58 


5.69 


5.48 


6.03 


5.40 


REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 


5.30 


5.  12 


5.90 


6.13 


5.58 


5 . 66 


6.28 


** 


HOMETOWN 

TYPE 


5.80 


5.85 


5.76 


5.90 


5.47 


5.46 


5.54 


5.66 


AGE 


5.45 


5.57 


5.  82 


5.46 


5.96 


5.88 


6.04 


* 


LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 


5.79 


5.55 


5.54 


5.51 


5.55 


5.78 


6.00 


* 


uX 


GRADE 


6. 17 


5. 50 


5.54 


5.49 


5.70 


5.91 


6.06 


OTAS 


5.73 


5.49 


5.55 


5.75 


5.80 


5.88 


EDUCATION 


5.64 


5. 66 


5.  89 


5.79 


FATHER'S 

EDUCATION 


5.72 


5.74 


5.67 


5.77 


5.66 


COMPONENT 


5.72 


5.66 


MARITAL 

STATUS 


5.89 


5.51 


■>V  ■>'< 


M 


LIVE  IN 
BARRACKS 


5.53 


5.96 


-  *• 


6.01 


5.54 


** 


SEPARATE 

RATIONS 


s 


A.  DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  NO. :  802  MEAN  rating:  7.  16 

NAME!  Baked  Macaroni  and  Cheese  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.94 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  77 

class:  Potatoes  &  Starches 

SUB  CLASS  («•) :  Rice  &  Other  Starches  FORM  NO.:  2 

NO.  RATING  :  2769 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  1 . 4 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-identical:  6.65 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

CATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

Esa 

7.15 

7.23 

7.12 

7.25 

7.03 

6.95 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.09 

7.34 

CM 

c*Y 

% 

r> 

7.09 

7.26 

7.22 

7.21 

11 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.07 

7.13 

7.25; 

7.22 

7.13 

7.09 

7.36 

■ 

AGE 

7.30 

6. 96 

7.04 

7.21 

7.33 

7.28 

7.29 

BBH 

■ 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.24 

6.94 

7.07 

7.12 

7.33 

7.33 

7.31 

|  illlli  1 

■ 

GRAOE 

7.26 

7.13 

6.97 

'  ,  U-- 

7. 16 

7.25 

7.41 

7.24 

HI 

GT  AS 

6.92 

6. 97 

7.27 

7.15 

7.22 

6.94 

— 

Ill— 

■ 

education 

7.18 

7.21 

. 

7.00 

6.86 

■ 

FATHER’  S 
EDUCATION 

7 . 1 0 

7.18 

7.12 

7.27 

7.22 

7.13 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.22 

6.99 

— 

§ 

■11 

■ 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7. 24 

7.09 

— ■ 

■11 

MB 

mm 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.08 

7.28 

— 1 

in 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.28 

7.09 

HI 

— ■ 

urn 

— 

■— 1 

— 

■ 

d.  comments:  p  revi ous  survey;  Background  effects  not  analyzed. 


a.  description  : 

FOOD  NO.:  812  MEANRATINO:  7  -  31 

NAME:  Spaghetti  with  Meat  Sauce  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1 . 83 

PERCENTILE  RANK  83 

class:  Potatoes  &  Starches 

SUB  CLASS  (as) :  R  i  ce  &  Other  Starches  FORM  NO.;  4 

NO.  RATINO  *.  2730 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  °-4 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  *. 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  I 


CATE  0  O  R  Y 

I _ 2 _ S  4 _  B  y  < _ 7 _  B  SIONIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.43 

7.26 

7.35 

7.17 

7.38 

7.31 

7.48 

7.19 

■ 

gi 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.85 

7.62 

7. 1 1 

7.45 

7.15 

7.55 

7.51 

g 

gH 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.01 

7.39 

7.18 

7.35 

7.48 

7.37 

7.49 

7.59 

g 

AGE 

OO 

00 

% 

7.39 

7.16 

7,17 

7. 18 

6.99 

6.80 

ms 

g 

D 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

8.00 

7.53 

7.13 

7.29 

7.15 

7.05 

7.03 

g 

D 

GRADE 

8. 13 

7.59 

7.23 

7.15 

7.17 

7.09 

6.90 

81® 

g 

D 

/ 

G*T,AS 

7.1  5 

7.36 

7.38 

7.32 

7.23 

7.39 

m 

1111 

EDUCATION 

7.03 

7.54 

7.21 

7.25 

7.21 

FATHERS 

EDUCATION 

7.20 

7.31 

7.36 

7.35 

_ ' _ 

7.24 

COMPONENT 

7.34 

7.20 

gg 

illlllil 

llii 

■HI 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.  24 

7.36 

ssnumi 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.32 

7.29 

an 

jljjg 

■HI 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.24 

7.33 

| 

— 

Ha 

— I 

Its 

D.  comments: 


A.  DESCRIPTION  : 

FOOD  NO. :  901  MEAN  RATING  t  6.  26 

name:  Apple  end  Grape  Fruit  Salad  std.  deviation  :  1.92 

PERCENTILE  RANK  t  37 

class:  Sal  ads 

SUBCLASS  (es):  Fruit  FORM  NO. :  7 

NO.  RATING  :  2451 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  8.0 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-identical:  6.20 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS 


CATEG  ORY 


8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 


LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 


FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 


6.14  6.48  6.24  6.17  6.14  6.24  6.31 


5.95  6.29  5.79 


5.99  6.45 


COMPONENT  6.  22  6.  37 


MARITAL 

STATUS 


LIVE  IN 
BARRACKS 


SEPARATE 

RATIONS 


6.11  6,37 


6.33  6.11 


6. 11 


6.34  6.38  6,24  6. 18 


6.07  6.14  6,14  6,24  6.23  6.46  6.58  6.49 


6.40  6.35 


6.86  6.54  6.28  6.18  5.68  5.82  5.88 


6.92  6.56  6,36  6.13  5.87  5.90  5.97 


.23  6.23  6.32 


6.29  6.15 


6.13  6.24  6.2 


COMMENTS:  Previ ous  survey:  Region,  Hometown  &  Education:  no  effect 
agrees;  Age:  D  0,70,  agrees;  L.O.S. :  D  1.27,  agrees. 


342 


a.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  902 

name :  Banana,  Orange 

class:  Salads 

SUBCLASS  (es):  Frui  t 


and  Grapefruit  Salad 


MEAN  RATING  :  6.7.6 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.82 
PERCENTILE  RANK  :  59 

FORM  NO. :  2 

NO.  RATING  *.  2666 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  5.2 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous- identical :  7.10 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.88 

6.83 

6.73 

6,75 

6.71 

6.69 

6.97 

6.64 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.40 

7.07 

6.83 

6.81 

6.91 

6.76 

6.43 

■>'oV 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.77 

6.71 

6.71 

6.77 

6.71 

6.73 

6.85 

6.98 

■  ■  ; 

AGE 

6.97 

6.76 

6.85 

6.64 

6.54 

6. 66 

6.67 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.22 

6.95 

6.73 

6.61 

6. 56 

6.73 

6.55 

Vo'r 

d 

GRADE 

7.20 

6.98 

6. 69 

6.73 

6.72 

6.48 

6.58' 

/oV 

dh 

GT  AS 

. 

6.76 

6, 69 

6.76 

6.71 

6.77 

■ 

6.97 

ill  1 1111  IlSt 

EDUCATION 

6.73 

6.70 

6.63 

7.09 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.75 

6, 63 

6.71 

6.84 

6,88 

. 

6.61 

COMPONENT 

6.74 

6.81 

„ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6,  66 

6.85 

‘V  :  . 

:  .  '  .  ' .  •  : . 

/V 

:  S 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.80 

6.71 

•  v  i- 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6. 68 

6.82 

. 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previ ous  survey:  Region:  no  effect,  disagrees;  Hometown  & 
Education:  no  effect,  agrees;  Age:  D  0,62,  agrees;  L.O.S.:  D  0.91,  * 

agrees, 

343 


A.  description: 

FOOD  NO.*.  913  MEAN  RATING  *.  7.02 

name:  individual  Fruit  Salad  std.  deviation  :  1 . 61 

„  ,  '  PERCENTILE  RANK  :  72 

class:  Salads 

SUBCLASS  (es):  Fruit  FORM  NO.  *.  4 

NO.  RATING  :  2801 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  °*7 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

C  A  T  E  6  0  R  Y 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

BB 

BB 

6.97 

6.93 

7.05 

7.09 

6.97 

6.97 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.91 

7.04 

6.96 

6.95 

7.08 

7.02 

6.85 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.93 

7.04 

6.95 

7.03 

7.16 

6.97 

7.12 

AGE 

6.95 

6.88 

7.08 

7.19 

6.94 

6.86 

7.19 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7*27 

6,86 

7.06 

6.86 

6.74 

7.06 

7.02 

— 

n 

GRADE 

7.37 

6.97 

6.92 

6.97 

6.98 

6.98 

7.09 

■  11 1 

GTAS 

6.99 

6.94 

6.86 

7.02 

7.07 

7.14 

EDUCATION 

6.75 

7.00 

7.24 

7.26 

Q 

u 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6*96 

7.01 

7.09 

7.01 

7.08 

6.75 

COMPONENT 

6.97 

7.13 

fflgtl 

BB 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7*01 

6.94 

SB 

HI 

■III 

S® 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.01 

7.00 

— 

■Sill 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.00 

7.02 

BB 

IIS 

■■ill 

D.  COMMENTS 


A.  description: 

food  no.  :  918 

NAME:  Orange  and  Grapefruit  Salad 
class:  Salad 

SUB  CLASS  (es) :  Fruit 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOOOS  t 

Previ  ous-i dentl cal :  6.51 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 


I  V:  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  signif.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

6. 22 

6. 13 

6. 16 

5.86 

6.02 

6.22 

6.04 

6.22 

■ 

QQ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5,71 

6.10 

5.71 

6. 05 

6. 1 1 

6.30 

5.97 

ill 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.94 

6, 06 

£Q | 

6, 06 

on 

6. 06 

6.29 

6.42 

AGE 

6. 17 

6.06 

6.  27 

6.17 

5.67 

5.69 

6.18 

II 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.56 

6. 12 

6.22 

5.89 

5.72 

5.83 

5.  88 

Ea 

GRADE 

6.73 

6.18 

6.10 

6.03 

5.81 

5.88 

6.01 

|Q 

D'h 

GT  AS 

6.49 

ED 

5.94 

5.95 

6.29 

■ 

EDUCATION 

5.96 

5.99 

oa 

6,  60 

Q 

U 

FATHER*  S 

EDUCATION 

6.04 

6.02 

6.10 

6.16 

QQ 

5.55 

Q 

COMPONENT 

5.99 

6.38 

H 

US 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.02 

6.04 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6, 16 

5.96 

llllllllllll 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.96 

— 

1— 

— 

D.  COMMENTS!  Previous  survey:  Region  &  Age:  no  effect,  di sagreesj 
Hometown:  no  effect,  agrees;  Education:  U  0.91,  agrees;  L.O.S.: 

1.00,  agrees. 

3^5 


mean  rating:  8.09 

STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.01 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  30 

FORM  NO. :  3 

NO.  RATING  :  2698 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  4.1 


D 


a.  description: 
food  no.  :  919 

name:  Sliced  Orange  and  Coconut  Salad 

class:  Salads 

SUB  class  (es) :  Fruit 


mean  rating:  5.76 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.  07 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  1 8 

FORM  NO. :  4 

NO.  RATING  *.  2537 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  7.6 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 


HOMETOWN 

TYPE 


LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 


5.47 


5.74 


5.79 


5.  82 


6,10. 


6.28 


6.03 


FATHER’S 

EDUCATION  Oil! 


COMPONENT  5,77 


5.83 


5.69 


5.83 


D.  COMMENTS 


MARITAL 

STATUS 


LIVE  IN 
BARRACKS 


SEPARATE 

RATIONS 


5.72 


5.71 


5.90 


5.71 


CATE 

3  4 


5.69 

5.88 

5.85 

5.71 

5.84 

5.77 

5.79 

5.76 

5.76 

5.75 

5.81 

5.72 

5.96 

5.86 

5. 66 

5.87 

6.04 

5.95 

G  O  R  Y 
5  6 


8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  922  MEAN  rating:  6.  34 

NAME*,  pear  Gelatin  Salad  on  Lettuce  STD.  deviation  :  1.84 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  42 

class:  Salads 

SUB  CLASS  (es) :  Fruit  FORM  NO. :  4 

NO.  RATING  :  2493 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  8.  9 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  AT  E  6  0  R  Y 

12  3  4  5  6  7  6  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.34 

6.37 

6.36 

6.30 

6.32 

6.41 

6.26 

6.34 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.33 

6.34 

6.49 

6.41 

6.47 

6.22 

6. 03 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.35 

6.32 

6.41 

6.34 

6.37 

6.46 

6.28 

■ 

AGE 

6.48 

6.43 

6.32 

6.22 

6.25 

6.21 

6.38 

■ 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.70 

6.54 

6.33 

6.13 

5.68 

6.49 

6.35 

Q 

dx 

GRADE 

6.67 

6.59 

6.35 

6. 14 

6.21 

6. 26 

6.59 

Q 

X 

GT  AS 

6.24 

6.38 

6.47 

6.24 

6.41 

6.32 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6.30 

6, 36 

6.45 

6.53 

■ 

FATHER*  S 

EDUCATION 

6.28 

6.42 

6.36 

6.37 

6.24 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.35 

6.34 

_ _ 

— 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.39 

§§||| 

■■ 

'  \  ; 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.35 

6. 36 

— 

' 

11111 

M 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6. 30 

6.38 

» 

IB 

■ 

D.  COMMENTS: 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  906 

name :  Cabbage  S  I  aw 

class:  Salads 
SUBCLASS  (es):  Vegetable 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-identical:  6.26 

Previ  ous-simi  1  ar : 

Col  e  S  1  aw  6,76 


MEAN  RATING  t  6.43 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.07 

PERCENTILE  RANK  t  45 

FORM  NO.  *.  4 

NO.  RATING  '.  2676 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  2.5 


Present-simi 1 ar : 

Hot  Cabbage  Slaw:  5.12 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGOR  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  signif.  trend 


■ .  1 . 

ARMY 

AREA 

6.25 

6.67 

6.51 

6.30 

6.34 

6.27 

6.52 

6.44 

B 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.07 

5.82 

6.87 

6.53 

6.76 

6.39 

6.60 

Q 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.78 

6.56 

6.55 

6.27 

6.09 

6.05 

5.92 

Q 

D 

AGE 

bo 

6.02 

6.21: 

6.64 

7.14 

7.02 

7.31 

B 

U 

length 

OF 

SERVICE 

m 

6.03 

m 

6.  29 

6.82 

6.95 

7.27 

■1 

B 

U 

GRADE 

6*  26 

BB 

5.93 

BB 

6.79 

7.25 

7.33 

ux 

GT  AS 

m 

bbi 

6.48 

6.49 

BB 

6.49 

B 

EDUCATION 

6.50 

6.28 

6.52 

6.45 

6.23 

B 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

on 

6.65 

QQ| 

6.40 

6.57 

COMPONENT 

6.55 

6.08 

MBBIB 

Illil 

BB 

B 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.84 

6.05 

m 

iSISl 

BB 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.08 

7.00 

fll 

B 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

B§|| 

BB 

MM 

mm 

B 

s 

d.  comments:  Previous  survey:  Region:  3&  6  high,  2  low  1.13,  agrees; 
Hometown  &  L.O.S.  :  no  effect,  di  sagrees;  Age:  U  0.98,  agrees; 
Education:  no  effect,  agrees. 
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A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO.:  907  mean  rating:  5.12 

name:  Hot  Cabbage  Slaw  std. deviation  :  2.32 

PERCENTILE  RANK  I  5 

class:  Sal  ads 

sub  class  (es) :  Vegetable  form  no.  :  6 

NO.  RATING  *.  2282 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  1  5.  5 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previ ous-simil ar: 

Cabbage  Si  aw:  6. 26 
Cole  S 1  aw:  6.76 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  I 

CATE  GORY 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.14 

5.33 

BB 

5.09 

4.99 

5.17 

BB 

4.56 

B 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

4.68 

4.86 

4.78 

4.82 

5.50 

5.04 

BB 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.29 

5.24 

5. 16 

5.25 

4.88 

4.76 

4.89 

■ 

AGE 

4.96 

5.08 

4.88 

5.67 

5.44 

5.35 

B 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

m 

4.78 

4.85 

5. 1 1 

4.99 

5.57 

5.42 

Q 

X 

GRADE 

5.27 

4.80 

4.95 

5.01 

5.25 

5.62 

5.10 

Q 

X 

GT  AS 

5.20 

5.26 

5.36 

5.22 

4.87 

4.89 

111181 

B 

d 

EDUCATION 

5.30 

5.09 

4.77 

5. 10 

B 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5.19 

O 

5.15 

4.87 

-y 

5.30 

B 

COMPONENT 

5. 15 

4.99 

■■II 

ii: 

B 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.35 

4.87 

— 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

4.93 

5.39 

■ 

■■■ 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.46 

4.94 

— 

■HI 

— 

B 

S 

D.  COMMENTS: 


a.  description: 


food  no.  :  yoy 

NAME:  Cauliflower  Vegetable  Salad 

class:  Salads 

SUB  CLASS  (•») :  Vegetable 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


MEAN  RATINO  4  .  87 
STD.  DEVIATION  l  2.41 
PERCENTILE  RANK  I  2 

FORM  NO.  i  5 
NO.  RATINS  5  2005 

%  NOT  TRIED  S  ■  25.9 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

C  A  T  E  0  0  R  Y 


REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 


HOMETOWN 

TYPE 


LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 


GRADE 


GTA8 


EDUCATION 


5.10 


■ 


5.19 


8 


4,5 


4,78 


4. 

89~ 

4. 

81 

4. 

00 

4. 

70 

4* 

45 

S  G  7 


4.58  4.93  4.99 


4.97  4.8 


4,97  4,79  4, 


5*21  5,45  6.04 


5.21  5,63 


B  9I0NIF,  TREND 


4.93 


FATHER'S 

EDUCATION  5*0/ 


COMPONENT  4*  92 


SEPARATE 

RATIONS 


MEAN  RATING  *.  6,  8] 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  T  i  53 
PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  62 

FORM  NO.  *.  6 

NO.  RATING  :  2596 
%  NOT  TRIED  '.  4.  1 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-identical:  6,69 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEG  ORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  6  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.  69 

6.73 

6.79 

6.77 

6.92 

6.93 

7 . 04 

6. 65 

■ 

188 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.75 

6,83 

6.74 

6,78 

6.96 

6.74 

6.78 

■ 

Hi 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.93 

6,7 1 

6.76 

6.86 

6.72 

6.76 

6.67 

6.97 

■ 

AGE 

6.34 

6.57 

6.74 

6.83 

7.20 

7.37 

7.42 

my 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

l  SERVICE 

6.  54 

6.54 

6. 66 

6.57 

6.93 

7.25 

7.33 

H 

u 

GRADE 

6.55 

6.58 

6.65 

7.06 

7.34 

7.40 

D 

u 

GT  AS 

6.37 

6.66 

6.71 

6.79 

6.97 

6.92 

Q 

u 

EDUCATION 

mm 

6,82 

7.00 

7.08 

m 

u 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.81 

B9 

m 

6.72 

6.82 

6,82 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.  86 

6.64 

. 1 . • . ; 

— 1 

B 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.06 

6.55 

»BB 

■BIB 

8|H 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6. 60 

7.12 

g 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.13 

I8§fi 

— 

8 

s 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previ  ous  survey  :  Regi  on  &  Hometown:  no  effect,  agrees; 

Age:  U  0.59,  agrees;  Education:  no  effect,  disagrees;  L.O.S.:  U  0.53, 
agrees. 
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a.  description: 

food  no.  :  915 

NAME:  Lettuce  Wedges 

class:  Salads 

sub  class  (es) :  Vegetable 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO.  :  917 

name:  Marinated  Green  Beans  and  Onion  Salad 

class:  Sal  ads 
SUBCLASS  (es):  Vegetable 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  *. 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  A  T  EGO  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SI6NIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.23 

5.40 

5.22 

5.12 

5.27 

5.19 

4.93 

4.96 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.43 

4.93 

5.27 

5.01 

5.65 

5.08 

4.80 

g 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.40 

5.22 

5.29 

5.20 

5.06 

5.06 

5.20 

4.72 

■ 

AGE 

4.71 

4.  62 

4.97 

5.35 

5.99 

6.25 

5.98 

g 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

^g 

4.51 

4.62 

5.04 

5.84 

5.83 

ux 

GRADE 

09 

4.77 

4.60 

4. 96 

5.65 

BB 

5.93 

g 

ux 

GT  AS 

5.37 

5.35 

5.42 

5.45 

5.09 

■ 

4.39 

g 

d 

EDUCATION 

5.18 

5.29 

4.95 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5.34 

5.23 

5.09 

5.13 

5.31 

■ 

COMPONENT 

5.35 

4.74 

lllllllilllll 

Mi 

g 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.68 

4.74 

■■ 

■lilllll 

ilia 

llfi 

Iff 

g 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

4.  84 

5.71 

i':--  ‘ 

— 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.74 

4.83 

INK 

g 

S 

d.  comments: 


MEAN  RATING*.  5.20 
STD.  DEVIATION  *.  2.33 
PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  6 

FORM  NO. :  1 

NO.  RATING  2446 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  13.3 


A.  description: 

food  no.:  914  MEAN  rating:  7.17 

name  :  Tossed  Green  Salad  STD.  deviation  :  1.66 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  78 

class:  Salads 

subclass  («*):  Vegetable  FORM  NO.:  7 

NO.  RATING  *.  2599 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  2.5 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previ ous-simi 1 ar : 

Chopped  Fresh  Green  Salad 
with  French  Dressing:  6.97 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 


CATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.15 

7.14 

7.07 

7.14 

7.22 

7.37 

7.31 

7.12 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.24 

7.36 

7.27 

7.11 

7.24 

7.09- 

7.00 

■ 

— ..... 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.09 

7.03 

7.16 

7.28 

7.04 

7.27 

7.19 

7.48 

■ 

AGE 

6.71 

6.92 

7.22 

7.30 

7.55 

7.76 

7.71 

Q 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.99 

6.82 

6.98 

7.07 

7.45 

7.46 

7.73 

Q 

u 

GRADE 

6.91 

6.82 

6.96 

6.99 

7.49 

7.69 

8. 17 

m 

u 

GT  AS 

6. 60 

6.81 

6.99 

7.30 

7.33 

7.30 

Q 

u 

EDUCATION 

6.93 

7.21 

7.44 

7.44 

D 

u 

FATHER1  S 

EDUCATION 

7.10 

■ .  ■ 

7.22 

7.13 

7.15 

7.02 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7 . 20 

7.03 

111111 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.47 

6.90 

HI 

MM 

■i 

■1 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.94 

7.56 

■Wi 

mi 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.51 

6.96 

Mil 

wm 

. 

Q 

s 

D.  comments: 


DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  no.  :  923 

MEAN  RATING  *.  7.39 

name:  Tossed 

class:  Salads 

Vegetable  Salad 

STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.6$ 
PERCENTILE  RANK  :  86 

SUB  CLASS  (es) : 

Vegetabl e 

FORM  NO. :  5 

NO.  RATING  :  2647 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  2-4 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  ATE  G  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  signif.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.34 

7.46 

7.38 

7.39 

7.33 

7.49 

7.43 

7.23 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.43 

7.35 

7.39 

7.40 

7.45 

7.40 

7.38 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

.... 

7.43 

7.28 

7.34 

7.48 

7.54 

7.35 

7.23 

7.19 

■ 

AGE 

7.06 

7.16 

7.35 

7.63 

7.71 

7.77 

7.75 

i— 

B 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.17 

7.25 

7.22 

7.32 

7.60 

7.56 

% 

00 

O 

■1 

B 

u 

GRADE 

7.20 

7.10 

7.24 

7.25 

7 . 66 

7.77 

7.83 

u 

GT  AS 

7.06. 

7 . 24 

7 . 22 

7.39 

7.59 

■ill 

u 

EDUCATION 

7.09 

7.44 

7.68 

7.73 

B 

u 

FATHER*  S 

EDUCATION 

7.26 

7.42 

7.31 

7.47 

7.65 

7.37 

■ 

COMPONENT 

7.42 

7.32 

— 

HI 

■ 

i  ; 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.65 

7.15 

■III 

B 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.19 

7.71 

lili 

ism 

B 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.72 

7.16 

■HI 

itn 

mil 

— 1 

s 

D.  comments: 
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a.  description: 


FOOD  NO. :  903 

MEAN  RATING  t 

4.96 

NAME:  Cabbage  &  Cottage  Cheese  Salad 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

2.45 

class:  Sal  ads 

subclass  (es) :  Combi  nation 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

3 

FORM  NO. : 

3 

NO.  RATING  : 

2586 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

7.9 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  t 

CATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  signif.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.03 

4.86 

4.86 

5.05 

4.96 

5.25 

4.87 

4.84 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.00 

5.27 

4.87 

5.04 

4.97 

4.63 

4.  62 

■ 

1 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.25 

m 

4.90 

4.79 

4.97 

5.00 

4.87 

4.55 

■ 

Bi 

AGE 

4.47 

4.69 

4,  66 

HfPf 

5.60 

5.54 

5.88 

Q 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

4.82 

4.50 

4.71 

4.62 

5.10 

5.55 

5.71 

B 

ux 

GRADE 

BD 

4.53 

4.60 

4.58 

5.36 

5.77 

5.53 

B 

ux 

gtas 

5.55 

5.07 

m 

5.02 

4.81 

on 

M 

■ 

D 

4.79 

5.01 

4.80 

5.03 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5.02 

5.06 

4.86 

B9 

■ 

COMPONENT 

5.01 

4.81 

— 

BB 

mi 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.23 

4.70 

HI 

m 

mu 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

4.73 

5.33 

rnmmmm 

wm 

B 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

4.73 

WBm 

HH 

■i 

n 

S 

d.  comments: 


a.  description: 

FOOD  no.  :  904 

MEAN  RATING  : 

6.02 

NAME*.  Cabbage,  Apple  and  Pineapple  Salad 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

2.12 

class:  Salads 

sub  class  («#) :  Combination 

PERCENTILE  RANK  | 

26 

FORM  NO.  : 

6 

NO.  RATING  : 

2530 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

6.  3 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


0.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  t 

CAT  E  GORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  signif.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.79 

5.92 

6. 12 

6.01 

5,95 

BD 

QQ| 

5.90 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.96 

6.08 

5.95 

6.07 

6.29 

5.74 

5.55 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.27 

5.99 

6.09 

oa 

5. 99 

OH 

5.67 

5. 65 

AGE 

5.90 

5.  93 

6.07 

5.89 

6. 24 

6,  06 

6.25 

mu 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.23 

6a  06 

5.86 

5.86 

6.08 

6.25 

6. 14 

GRADE 

|M 

■Hal 

6.01 

5.91 

5.87 

5.98 

6.25 

6.28 

G  T  AS 

E29 

6.04 

6.05 

6,05 

5.93 

6.08 

■111 

ini 

education 

6,00 

5.99 

IH 

6.12 

m 

FATHER'S 

EDUCATION 

6.14 

6.18 

5.93 

6.00 

5.77 

5.92 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.03 

5.96 

HI 

■1 

mm 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6. 10 

5.95 

■ill 

wifiii 

H|j 

ISSi 

■111 

— 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.93 

6.17 

188118 

— ■ 

■ 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6,16 

5.93 

■ill 

§M 

mm 

■■ 

■ 

s 

d.  comments: 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


food  no.:  905  mean  rating:  5.65 

NAME:  Cabbage,  Apple  and  Raisin  Salad  STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.32 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  14 

class:  Salads 

sub  class  (es) :  Combination  form  no.  :  5 

NO.  RATING  2483 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  8.  6 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  t 

Previ ous- i denti cal :  5.49 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  t 


CATEGORY 


12  3  4  5  6  7  8  signif.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.22 

5.65 

5.84 

5.65 

5.74 

5.44 

5.64 

5.-49 

■ 

m 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.89 

ESS 

5.76 

5.46 

6.09 

5.36 

5.03 

Q 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6*  06 

5.61 

5.76 

5.57 

5.  69 

5.40 

5.07 

5.26 

on 

d 

AGE 

5.60 

5.49 

5.44 

5.77 

5.88 

5.67 

■ 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6,03 

5.60 

5.37 

5.39 

5.73 

6.00 

5.78 

mi 

X 

GRADE 

ON 

% 

00 

5.58 

5.43 

5.20 

5.89 

n 

5.74 

_ _ _ 

on 

X 

GT  AS 

5.75 

5.80 

5.51 

5.78 

5.48 

5.75 

1181 

■ 

EDUCATION 

5.68 

5.62 

5.53 

5.69 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5.51 

5.90 

5.70 

5.57 

5.53 

5.52 

■ 

COMPONENT 

5.65 

5.69 

■M 

111 

■HI 

■■ 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.79 

5.49 

Ml 

MUSI 

MB 

H 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.47 

5.89 

— 

D 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.87 

5.48 

n 

S 

D.  COMMENTS?  Previ ous  survey:  North  Central  high,  8  low  0.90,  partially 
Hometown:  D  0.90,  agrees;  Age  &  Education:  no  effect,  agrees; 
D  0. 68,  parti al 1 y  agrees. 


agrees; 
L .  0 .  S .  : 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  908  MEAN  RATING  :  5.32 

NAME:  Grated  Carrot  and  Pineapple  Salad  STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.19 

PERCENTILE  RANK  t  7 

class:  Salads 

subclass  (es) :  Combi  nati  on  FORM  NO.:  1 

NO.  RATING  :  2609 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  7.5 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-identicals  5.87 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


C  A  T  E  G  O  R  Y 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  signif.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.05 

5.45 

5.35 

5.45 

5.24 

5.33 

5.08 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.46 

5.55 

5  .  87 

5.41 

5.03 

5.04 

m 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

m 

5.45 

5.34 

5.33 

5.43 

5.30 

4.95 

5.43 

■ 

AGE 

5.45 

EQ| 

m 

5.33 

5.04 

5.38 

■ 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.81 

5.60 

5.32 

5.05 

5.38 

5.18 

5.19- 

d 

GRADE 

5.97 

5.52 

5.25 

5. 19 

5.25 

5.22 

5.35 

dh 

GTAS 

5.36 

Bl 

5.37 

5.29 

5.36 

5. 12 

■ 

EDUCATION 

5.26 

5.29 

5.40 

5.98 

n 

U 

FATHER’  S 

EDUCATION 

5.36 

5.12 

5.50 

5.24 

5.  26 

■ 

COMPONENT 

5.29 

5.50 

111 

HU 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.30 

5.37 

■ill 

ISilil 

_ 

| 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.37 

5.28 

■■ 

■HI 

■ I 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

am 

5.34 

* 

. 

IBM 

■ 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previous  survey:  Regions  2  high,  1  low  1.19,  disagrees. 
Hometown  &  Age:  no  effect,  agrees:  Education:  U  0.11,  agrees;  L ,0,S.: 
D  1.00,  agrees, 
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A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  9 1 0 

NAME:  Garden  Cottage  Cheese  Salad  (with  celer 
cucumber,  onion,  pepper  and  radi sh) 
CLA8S:  Salads 

SUB  CLASS  (es) .  n  a  t  i  on 


MEAN  RATING 
y,  STD.  DEVIATION 
PERCENTILE  RANK 

FORM  NO. 
NO.  RATING 
%  NOT  TRIED 


5.45 

2.35 

10 

7 

2260 
12.  9 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATE  GORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.  65 

5.54 

5.29 

5.22 

5.53 

5.79 

5.71 

5.41 

■ 

Hi 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

a 

5.57 

5.42 

5.62 

5.46 

5.28 

■ 

HI 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.56 

5.57 

5.57 

5.49 

5.41 

5.46 

4.96 

4.94 

■ 

Bi 

AGE 

4.91 

5.11 

5.43 

5.42 

6.17 

5.99 

6.39 

B 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.52 

4.85 

4,99 

5.44 

5.  36 

6. 1 1 

6.21 

BBBM 

Q 

ux 

GRADE 

pUpl 

5.04 

4.98 

5.22 

5.83 

6.09 

6.41 

mm 

ux 

GT  AS 

5.43 

m 

5.58 

5.40 

5.40 

■ 

EDUCATION 

5.31 

* 

5.43 

5.46 

5.73 

■ 

FATHER’  S 

EDUCATION 

5.41 

5.59 

m 

5.47 

5.45 

■ 

COMPONENT 

5.48 

5.27 

lining 

111  ;  1111111 

mM 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.83 

5.09 

HI 

m 

BB 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.16 

5.90 

Hill 

■■ 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.90 

5.15 

g 

S 

D.  COMMENTS: 


359 


A.  description: 


FOOD  NO. :  911 

NAME:  Cottage  Cheese,  Onion  &  Pimento 
Sal  ad  on  Lettuce 
class:  salads 

SUB  CLASS  (es) :  Combination 


MEAN  RATING  :  5.  39 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.43 
PERCENTILE  RANK  1  9 

FORM  NO. :  7 

NO.  RATING  *.  2366 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  11.2 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


2 


C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 
3  4  3  6 


8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.53 

5.26 

5.24 

5.38 

5.89 

5.50 

5.27 

m 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.27 

5.74 

5.37 

mi 

5.42 

5.19 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.58 

5.38 

5.49 

5.48 

5.28 

5.30 

5.12 

5.04 

m 

AGE 

4.81 

5.14 

5.27 

5.54 

5.98 

6. 18 

6.30 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.43 

4,78 

4.89 

5.52 

5.52 

5.80 

6.  22 

m 

ux 

GRADE 

5.64 

4.93 

Hi 

5.84 

6.08 

mm 

ux 

GTAS 

5.27 

5.60 

5.52 

5.45 

5.31 

5.15 

EDUCATION 

5.46 

5.39 

5. 19 

5.54 

m 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5.38 

5.59 

5.24 

ng 

5.30 

m 

COMPONENT 

5.48 

Ql 

m 

D 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.78 

5.06 

IBM 

■■ 

Bill 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.12 

5.86 

Q 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.83 

5.14 

■H 

■■ 

S 

D.  COMMENTS 


MEAN  RATING  *.  5.  66 

STD.  DEVIATION  *.  2.28 
PERCENTILE  RANK  :  14 

FORM  NO. :  2 

NO.  RATING  :  2053 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  26.9 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  signif.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

m 

5.59 

5.82 

5.70 

5.58 

5.72 

5.42 

5.48 

■ 

Bi 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5/67 

5.  80 

5.49 

5.71 

5. 66 

« 

■ 

BH 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.69 

5.58 

5.62 

5.73 

5.70 

5.75 

5.49 

■ 

Bi 

AGE 

5.42 

5.62 

5.41 

5.75 

6.  22 

5.73 

6.04 

g 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.52 

5.30 

5.49 

6.17 

5.98 

u 

GRADE 

5.57 

5.48 

5.51 

5.47 

6.08 

6.09 

5.73 

on 

u 

GT  AS 

5.97 

5.80 

5.96 

5.63 

5.50 

5.46 

■ 

EDUCATION 

5.  83 

5. 60 

5.70 

5.41 

■ 

FATHER’  S 

EDUCATION 

5.79 

5.76 

BOH 

5.75 

5.47 

■ 

COMPONENT 

5.74 

5.47 

■i 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.85 

5.48 

— 

W 

IH 

— 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.55 

5.82 

D 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.82 

5.55 

IMMMii 

11—11 

IflMA 

■ 

d.  comments: 


361 


a.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  912 

name:  Egg  and  Cucumber  Salad 
class:  Sal  ads 

subclass  (es):  Combi  nation 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS*. 


A.  DESCRIPTION  : 
food  no.  :  916 

name:  Macaroni  Club  Salad  (with 
celery  and  eqq) 
o-ass:  Salads 
subclass  (es) :  Q0rn5-j  nati  on 


MEAN  RATING  *.  5.68 

carrots,  STD.  deviation  :  2. 13 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  ]  5 

FORM  NO. :  1 

NO.  RATING  *.  2206 

%  NOT  TRIED  *.  20.5 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previ ous-simi  1  ar  : 

Macaroni  Salad  6,13 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.62 

UM 

5.55 

5.55 

5.83 

5.80 

5.55 

5.71 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.33 

5.87 

5.79 

5.64 

5.56 

5.75 

5.74 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

m 

5.50 

5.76 

5.75 

5.72 

5.63 

5.79 

5.85 

■ 

AGE 

5.78 

5.43 

5.55 

5.76 

5.73 

6.14 

5. 89 

n 

X 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.92 

5.71 

5.43 

5.49 

5.85 

5.91 

5.91 

X 

GRADE 

6.01 

5.69 

5.56 

5.55 

5.54 

5.87 

6.19 

X 

GTAS 

5. 67 

■ 

5.70 

5«  68 

5.99 

5.57 

5.42 

mm 

■ 

EDUCATION 

5.60 

5.70 

5.83 

5.67 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5.64 

5.48 

5.73 

5.82 

5.73 

■ 

COMPONENT 

5.70 

5.66 

:  "  ■  ■  ■ 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.78 

5.59 

. . m 

■ 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.61 

5.79 

■s 

11118 

■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.82 

5.60 

H 

■■SI 

■ 

D.  COMMENTS: 


362 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  920 

name:  SI  iced  Pineapple  and  Grated  Cheese 
Sal  ad 
class:  salads 
subclass  (es) :  Combi nati on 


MEAN  RATING  *.  6.20 
STD.  DEVIATION  1  2.21 
PERCENTILE  RANK  :  34 


FORM  NO. :  5 

NO.  RATING  :  2553 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  5.9 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  *. 


Previous-similars  Present-similar: 

Pineapple  Ring  with  Grated  American  Pineapple  Ring  with  Grated 
Cheese  on  Lettuce  6.70  American  Cheese  on  Lettuce  5-97 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

|  CAT  E  G  ORY 

I  2  3  4  9  6 


9  6.22  6.15 


6.19  6.75 


6.09  6.35  6.26 


5.99  6.02  6.59 


6.24  5.96  5.97 


6.05  6.00  5.86 


6.18  6.17  6.28 


6. 03  6.19 


6.30  6.37  6.10 


8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.08 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.47 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.45 

AGE 

6 , 06 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.32 

GRADE 

6.42 

|  GTAS 

6.31 

EDUCATION 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6. 18 

COMPONENT 

m 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.42 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.01 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.48 

6.25 

6.24 

6.32 

m 

5.91 

6.65 

5.78 

5.72 

6.26 

6.09 

5.71 

5.85 

5.98 


6.47 


6.01 


6.41  6.20  6.61 


6.44  6.37  6.44 


6.39  6.54  6.50 


6.12  6.11 


6.27  6.41 


a.  description: 


FOOD  NO. :  921  MEAN  RATING  5  -  97 

NAME!  Pineapple  Ring  with  Grated  American  STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.17 

Cheese  on  Lettuce  PERCENTILE  rank  :  24 

class:  Salads 

SUB  class  (es) :  Combination  FORM  NO.:  3 

NO.  RATING  :  2679 

%  NOT  TRIED  *.  5.0 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-identicals  6.70 
Present-simi 1  ar  s 

Sliced  Pineapple  &  Grated  Cheese  6.20 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.84 

5.89 

mm pw 
KflU 

5.98 

5.92 

6.24 

5.73 

6.03 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.13 

6.35 

5.85 

5.90 

6.23 

5.72 

■5.27 

g 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.02 

5.87 

■ 

6.01 

5.94 

6.13 

5.93 

5. 82 

5.81 

■ 

AGE 

5.91 

5,81 

m 

5.93 

5.82 

6.  36 

‘ 

■ 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.25 

5,83 

m 

5.87 

5.92 

5.95 

6.06 

GRADE 

6,  38 

5.97 

5.76 

5.88 

1 

5.99 

6.15 

6.02 

B 

X 

gtas 

m 

6.00 

5.97 

5.91 

5.96 

6*  06 

Bill 

B 

EDUCATION 

5,94 

5.89 

6.02 

6.33 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5.96 

5.95 

5.99 

5.91 

6.14 

5.72 

B 

COMPONENT 

5.95 

6.03 

f||jj|| 

1 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.06 

5.87 

— 

Mi 

H 

!l|||||||!l||| 

B 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.89 

6.09 

l  | 

W 

B 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6, 1 1 

5.89 

llllllSSSli 

Sill 

B 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previous  surveys  Regions  2  high,  8  low  1.29,  agrees; 
Hometown  &  Education:  no  effect,  agrees;  Age:  no  effect,  disagrees; 
L.O.S.:  D  O.63,  disagrees. 


a.  description: 


FOOD  NO. :  924 

NAME:  Waldorf  Salad  (apples,  celery,  and 
nuts) 

CLA88:  Salads 

sub  class  lesi:  combination 


MEAN  RATING  :  6.33 

STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.  02 

PERCENTILE  RANK  ;  41 

FORM  NO. :  4 

NO.  RATING  :  2510 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  8.2 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

CATE  GORY 

I  2  3  4  S  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.09 

6.40 

6. 36 

HI 

6.34 

6.41 

6.22 

6.37 

■ 

g 1 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.43 

6.29 

6.71 

am 

6. 60 

6.05 

6,07 

0 

gi 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.44 

6.29 

mm 

6.  24 

6,47 

6.49 

6.15 

■ 

AGE 

6.28 

6.29 

6.28 

6.05 

6.55 

6.53 

6.71 

B 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6,05 

, 

6.  30 

6.19 

6.07 

6.03 

6.35 

6. 69 

Qj 

u 

GRADE 

6.63 

6. 36 

6.20 

6.04 

6,29 

6.48 

6.99 

m 

ux 

GTAS 

m 

6,35 

6, 36 

6.30 

6.38 

6,46 

m 

EDUCATION 

m 

6.35 

6, 59 

6.  53 

m 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.42 

urn 

6.29 

6.29 

_ _ _ 

wmmm 

BSMiM 

Um 

m 

COMPONENT 

6.38 

6. 17 

1B1I 

M 

m 

— 

B 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.46 

6.22 

imi 

— 

B 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6,20 

6.56 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.53 

6.22 

9 

— 

g 

$ 

365 


D.  COMMENTS 


A.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  1001  MEAN  RATING  :  6.56 

name:  Bean  Soup  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.99 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  53 

class:  soups 

SUB  CLASS  (•») :  FORM  NO. :  6 

NO.  RATING  :  2672 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  1. 3 

B.  RATINOS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-identical:  5.96 


0.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 


C  A  TEG  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  8  6  7  8  SIQNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.32 

6.56 

BBS 

HI 

6.69 

6.71 

■SHI 

6.43 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.45 

6,  22 

6.89 

isa 

6.92 

6.37 

5.52 

Q 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6,  80 

6.  82 

6.54 

6.78 

6.38 

m 

6, 1 1 

6. 15 

n 

0 

AGE 

6.15 

6,26 

6.69 

7.21 

7.07 

7.38 

B 

U 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6,32 

6.10 

m 

6.45 

7.15 

7.19 

7.23 

liilii 

B 

U 

GRADE 

6.44 

6. 1 9 

6.48 

m 

7.09 

7.33 

glgggg 

ux 

GTAS 

6.28 

6.65 

6, 66 

6.61 

' 

6,57 

6. 17 

■ 

EDUCATION 

6.38 

m 

6.29 

■ 

FATHER'S 

EDUCATION 

6.78 

6,57 

6.  36 

6.33 

WBM 

■ 

d 

COMPONENT 

6, 67 

6. 18 

...  I! 

:  ■  -V . 

HHI 

BP 

IBB 

— 

B 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.93 

6,19 

llSi 

IMS 

m 

mu 

MBM 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.30 

6.94 

■■ 

111 

— | 

D 

0  . 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.92 

wm 

— 

mil 

— — 

■Hi 

g 

s 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previous  survey:  Region:  3  high,  8  low  1.36,  partially 
agrees;  Age:  U  1.13,  agrees;  Education:  D  0.91,  disagrees;  L ,,Q . S . : 
No  trend  ,90,  partially  agrees;  Hometown:  no  effect,  disagrees. 
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a.  description: 


food  no.  :  1002 

MEAN  RATING  : 

5.66 

NAME:  Beef  Barley  Soup 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

1.97 

class:  Soups 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

14 

SUB  CLASS  (es) : 

FORM  NO. : 

4 

NO.  RATING  : 

2312 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

15.4 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEG  ORY 

I  2  S  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.18 

5.52 

5.50 

5.63 

5.62 

5.86 

5.77 

5.70 

n 

hi 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.47 

5.84 

5.59 

5.70 

5.56 

5.62 

5.94 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.61 

5.44 

5.54 

5.68 

5.86 

5.76 

5.65 

■ 

Hi 

AGE 

5.31 

5.47 

ESI 

5.52 

6.18 

6.22 

BE 

Vc 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.70 

5.43 

5.25 

5.35 

5.85 

ra 

6.33 

ux 

GRADE 

' 

5.95 

5.37 

5.19 

5.39 

5.99 

6.25 

Ifllltllllllll 

| 

ux 

GT  AS 

5.75 

5.34 

5.67 

5.63 

5.68 

m 

EDUCATION 

5.46 

5.75 

5.71 

5.83 

■ 

FATHER’  S 

EDUCATION 

5.60 

5.50 

5.69 

5.69 

5.72 

■ 

COMPONENT 

5.74 

5.38 

i 

** 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.84 

5.49 

M 

§S§j| 

— 

— 

■i 

g 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.49 

5.93 

— 1 

m 

— 1 

IBi 

— 

Q 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.93 

5.48 

Bill 

■ 

S 

d.  comments: 


A.  DESCRIPTION  *. 

FOOD  NO. :  1003 

NAME:  Beef  Noodle  Soup 

CLA88*  Soups 
SUBCLASS  (»») : 


MEAN  RATINO  !  6.  87 
std,  deviation:  1.63 
percentile  rank  :  65 

form  no,;  3 
NO.  RATINO  :  2795 
%  NOT  TRIED  ;  0,  9 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS: 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  1 

CATES  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  S  6 


6,76 


6.99 


6,86  6.92 


REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 


HOMETOWN 

TYPE 


6.71 


6.75 


6.82 


6. 93 


GRADE  J,  1  0 


LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 


GTAS  6.86 


FATHER'*  Q 

EDUCATION  6.90 


COMPONENT  6,93 


6. 98 


MARITAL 

STATU* 


LIVE  IN 
SARRAOKS 


6.79 


7.00 


D.  COMMENTS 


SEPARATE 

RATIONS 


7. 

02 

6. 

95 

6, 

99 

6« 

79 

6. 

69 

6, 

81 

6, 

72 

T 


B  SIQNIF.  TREND 


6.77 


7. 


6,81 


a.  description: 

food  no.  :  1004 

MEAN  RATING  : 

5.92 

name:  Beef  Rice  Soup 

STD-  DEVIATION  : 

1.98 

class:  Soups 

PERCENTILE  RANK 

22 

SUB  CLASS  (es) : 

FORM  NO. : 

3 

NO.  RATING  : 

2677 

%  NOT  TRIED  ; 

5.1 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.20 

6.02 

5.85 

5.88 

5.76 

6.15 

5.86 

5.81 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.73 

6.28 

5.29 

5.69 

6.00 

6.02 

5.82 

Q 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.71 

5.73 

5.93 

Q| 

6.11 

6.06 

6.18 

6. 12 

B 

u 

AGE 

5.68 

5.69 

5.67 

6. 06 

6.33 

6.27 

6.57 

B 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.87 

5.87 

5.56 

5.66 

6. 36 

6,33 

6.43 

u 

GRADE 

5.93 

5.87 

5.65 

5.60 

6.19 

6.34 

6.48 

m 

GT  AS 

6.00 

5.94 

5.86 

5.96 

5.99 

5.71 

EDUCATION 

5.70 

5.96 

5.86 

6.10 

B 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6,01 

5.91 

6.01 

5.88 

6. 1 3 

5.60 

B 

COMPONENT 

5.64 

81111 

— 1 

B 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6. 11 

5.74 

»» 

MB 

■1 

Q 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.78 

ra 

—a 

nm 

BB 

EB 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.15 

5.79 

■■ 

— 

S 

D.  comments: 


A.  DESCRIPTION  1 

FOOD  NO.:  1005 

NAME!  Chicken  Rice  Soup 

class:  Soups 

SUB  CLASS  (es) : 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-identical;  6.55 


MEAN  RATING:  6.27 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.03 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  38 

FORM  NO. :  7 

NO.  RATING  *.  2563 

%  NOT  TRIEO  :  3.8 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 


C  A  TEG  0  R  Y 


REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 


HOMETOWN 

TYPE 


6.54  6.15  6.29 


6.22  6.47  5.65 


5.  8 


6.21 


LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 


EDU CATION 


FATHER’  S 
EDUCATION 


MARITAL 

STATUS 


LIVE  IN 
BARRACKS 


SEPARATE 

RATIONS 


6.40 


6 


6.43 


5  6 


0  6.55 


6.41  6.30  6.55  6.81 


6.17  5.94  6.27  6.54  6.62  6.90 


Sc  97  5.9 


6.50  6.34  5.86 


6.38  6.3 


6.17  6.23  6.47 


6.48  6.7 


B 

3 

6  *  2 

00 

6  A 

51 

6,  S 

>0 

6.7 

9 

6.06  6.23  6.34  6.44 


6.25  6.42  6.38 


6.17  6.18  6.23  6,23 


COMPONENT  6.36  5.94 


4 


6.42 


6 


8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


6.33 


6.43 


d.  comments:  Previous  survey:  Region:  2  high,  3  low  1.17,  agrees; 

Hometown:  U  0.7^7  agrees;  Age  &  L.O.S.:  no  effect,  disagrees;  Education 
no  effect,  aqrees. 
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A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  1006 
NAME :  c 1  am  Chowder 

class:  Soups 

SUBCLASS  (•»): 


MEAN  RATING  *.  5 .  86 

STD.  DEVIATION  *.  2 . 49 

PERCENTILE  RANK  20 

FORM  NO.:  1 

NO.  RATING  :  2363 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  16.6 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS*. 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

C  A  T  E  G  O  R  Y 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.39 

6.04 

5.81 

■  5.57 

5.66 

6. 10 

5.89 

5.71 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.32 

5.79 

HI 

5.60 

5.87 

5.83 

H 

gg 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.68 

5*  81 

6.00 

6.03 

6.02 

5.67 

5.78 

BO 

■ 

AGE 

5.53 

5.55 

5.66 

5.79 

6.47 

6.50 

6.39 

1 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.68 

5.38 

5.53 

5.84 

5.88 

6.52 

6.38 

■111 

D 

ux 

GRADE 

5.76 

5.58 

5.57 

5.80 

5.90 

6.47 

6.39 

1U1 

EB 

mi 

GTAS 

159 

5.48 

5.81 

5.70 

6. 06 

6.23 

1 

u 

EDUCATION 

5.56 

5.87 

6.26 

6.07 

* 

n 

FATHER1  S 

EDUCATION 

5.91 

5.66 

5.92 

5.89 

5.93 

■ 

5.98 

5.47 

!l!ll!l!i!!!!!l 

\  ; 

MU 

■11 

D 

RA 

Marital 

status 

5.97 

5.75 

■ill 

IH 

m 

mu 

■■ 

■ 

live  in 

BARRACKS 

5.70 

6.08 

■■ 

Ml 

§^nn 

■■ 

Q 

0 

separate 

RATIONS 

□33 

■i 

■■ 

— 1 

mm 

mm 

S 

d.  comments: 
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A.  DESCRIPTION : 

food  no.  :  1 007  mean  rating  :  5.79 

NAME:  Creole  Soup  STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.22 

(tomatoes,  spaghetti,  peppers,  onions)  PERCENTILE  RANK  :  18 

class:  soups  V 

subclass  (•«):  form  no. :  3 

NO.  RATING  :  2479 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  12.  1 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previ ous-simi 1 ar ; 

Beef  Soup  with  Tomatoes,  Onions, 

Green  Peppers,  and  Spaghetti :  6.85 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CAT  E  G  0  R  Y  ( 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  6  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

gg 

5  .  82 

5.66 

5.92 

EM 

5.60 

5.79 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.00 

5.95 

5.36 

5.50 

5.98 

5.83 

5.63 

1 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.72 

5.67 

5.71 

5.93 

5.97 

5.72 

5.78 

5.92 

■ 

AGE 

m 

5.55 

gg 

5.93 

6.33 

6. 56 

■ 

| 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.80 

5.47 

5.26 

5.75 

6.27 

6.25 

6.45 

■ill 

g 

UX 

GRADE 

6,09 

5.54 

5.33 

6.14 

6,50 

6.  36 

g 

X 

GT  AS 

5.80 

' 

5.79 

5.94 

BB 

5.72 

n 

:  ' 

EDUCATION 

5.75 

5.  87 

mm 

5.67 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5.72 

5,78 

5.99 

5.75 

_ 

5.62 

■ 

COMPONENT 

5.95 

5.30 

— i 

HU 

■i 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.09 

5.50 

■111 

Bill 

iM 

HBB8BB 

■8111 

g 

M  , 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

mm 

6.10 

m 

1 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

ram 

5.62 

M 

■11 

— ■ 

m 

S 

D.  COMMENTS 


A.  DESCRIPTION 


food  no.  :  1008 

MEAN  RATING  : 

5.42 

NAME:  Cream  of  Celery  Soup 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

2.30 

class:  Soups 

PERCENTILE  RANK  I 

9 

SUB  CLASS  (es): 

FORM  NO. : 

4 

NO.  RATING  : 

2407 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

12.4 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-identical:  5.07 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.70 

5.36 

5.28 

5.38 

5.34 

5.84 

5.37 

5.42 

■ 

■  ■ 
pig 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.31 

5.54 

5.49 

5.36 

5.24 

5.41 

5.83 

■ 

jjj^j 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5. 39 

5J5 

5.35 

5.33 

5.62 

5.54 

5.37 

■ 

H 

AGE 

4.83 

5.23 

5.08 

5.47 

6.10 

6,20 

6.20 

g 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.32 

4,84 

5.08 

ESI 

5.50 

6. 1 1 

Q 

ux 

rmsBom 

5.48 

4.99 

4.99 

5.17 

5.78 

5.88 

6.50 

ux 

GTAS 

5.38 

5.26 

5.51 

5.36 

5.40 

m 

■ 

EDUCATION 

5.30 

5.38 

5.82 

■ 

u 

FATHER*  S 

EDUCATION 

E&9 

5.38 

5.26 

5.41 

■ 

COMPONENT 

5.55 

4^96 

— 

M 

— 1 

H 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.63 

5.20 

ililllil 

i§§ 

— 1 

: 

Q 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.72 

Ml 

Q 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5. 69 

5.22 

—1 

HIM 

q 

S 

D.  COMMENTS;  Previ ous  Survey;  Age;  U  1.71,  agrees?  Region  and 
Hometown:  no  effect,  agrees?  Educati on  and  L . 0, S . :  no  effect, 
disagrees. 
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a.  description: 

FOOD  NO.  :  1009  MEAN  RATING  :  5.92 

name:  Knickerbocker  Soup  (beans  and  vegetables)  std.  deviation  :  1.77 

_  PERCENTILE  RANK  I  22 

class:  Soups 

SUB  CLASS  (es) :  FORM  NO. :  2 

NO.  RATING  :  2092 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  25.1 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.74 

00 

00 

ITS 

m 

b 

5.95 

6.06 

5.87 

vn 

0 

00 

O 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

B9 

wm 

5.80 

5.70 

Hill 

Hmb  1 

5.92 

HI 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.80 

m 

5.85 

5.65 

■ 

AGE 

5.59 

B9 

5.57 

ESI 

6. 65 

6. 66 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

UT 

» 

00 

K3 

m 

5.73 

■vn 

Hi 

6.52 

ux 

GRADE 

5.85 

n 

m 

5.70 

6.57 

M 

ux 

GT  AS 

- 

5.57 

5.89 

5.98 

ra 

■ 

EDUCATION 

5.60 

6. 00 

5.89 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

m 

Bl 

bsi 

B 

5.96 

COMPONENT 

m 

5.58 

1 

— 

B 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.22 

B 

1111 

llsiiii 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

'5.69 

6.25 

B 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.68 

■11 

WM 

HU 

s 

d.  comments: 


a.  description: 

FOOD  NO.:  1010  MEAN  rating: 

name:  Minestrone  Soup  (beans,  potatoes,  carrots,  std.  deviation  : 
celery)  PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

class:  soups 

SUB  CLASS  (es) :  FORM  NO. : 

NO.  RATING  : 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6, 67 

6.40 

6.17 

6.20 

bb 

6.50 

6.22 

6.32 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6,23 

6.26 

6.23 

BB 

6.27 

6.28 

6.35 

6,58 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6,19 

BB 

6.32 

Bfl 

6.25 

6.20 

6.36 

6.27 

■ 

AGE 

5.84 

6,03 

6.00 

6.41 

6.77 

6.98 

7.10 

■Bi 

Q 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.99 

6.02 

5.89 

6.16 

6.69 

6.82 

6.95 

u 

GRADE 

6.22 

5.87 

5.92 

6. 06 

6.62 

6.98 

7.08 

mi 

u 

GT  AS 

6.05 

5.84 

6.26 

6.44 

6.35 

6.32 

lllllllllllllll 

v’  :  i; 

B 

EDUCATION 

5.94 

6.36 

6,53 

6.39 

B 

U 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.29 

6.32 

6.22 

bb 

■1 

6.36 

B 

COMPONENT 

BBi 

5.88 

BM 

Mllll 

B 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.54 

6.04 

■— 

mi 

■111 

B 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.07 

6.60 

■llillll 

B 

BI 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6, 60 

6.08 

■ill 

■ill 

■ill 

B 

s 

d.  comments: 


6,29 
2  „  01 
39 

1 

2585 

8,6 
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A.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  1011 
NAME:  Oyster  Soup 

class:  Soups 

SUBCLASS  («>): 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


MEAN  RATING  :  5.  86 

STD.  DEVIATION  *.  2.71 

PERCENTILE  RANK /.  20 

FORM  NO. :  5 

v.  NO.  RATING  :  2381 

%  NOT  TRIED  t  12.2 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 


5.83 


5.65 


5.98 


5.37 


5. 


GRADE  5.38 


REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 


HOMETOWN 

TYPE 


LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 


EDUCATION 


FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 


COMPONENT 


MARITAL 

STATUS 


LIVE  IN 
BARRACKS 


SEPARATE 

RATIONS 


5.73 


5.99 


6.18 


5.54 


C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 


6,06  5.74  5.82 


5.67 


5.90  5.91  5.79 


5.34  5.50  5.  88 


5.36  5.47  5,55 


5.34  5.39  5.78 


5.59  5.83  5.92 


5.72  5.90 


5.96  5.73  5.96 


5.38 


5.53 


8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


5J 

39 

5.: 

32 

5.5 

>4 

6«  / 

7  2 

:  6.,  1 

12  • 

6.1 

13 

5.5 

38 

6.c 

30 

5  A 

36 

5.92 

5.96 

5.  85 

6.37 

5. 49 

5.48 

D.  COMMENTS 


A.  DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  NO.:  1012  MEAN  RATING  :  5.54 

name:  Spi  it  Pea  Soup  STD. DEVIATION  :  2 . 3 1 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  12 

class:  Soup 

SUBCLASS  (•>)  :  FORM  NO. :  7 

NO.  RATING  :  257  0 
%  NOT  TRIEO  :  3.6 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS: 

Previous- identical  :  5.67 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  A  T  E  G  O  R  Y 


12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

isa 

5.39 

5.42 

5.47 

5.54 

6,  00 

5.49 

5.62 

g 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.17 

5.78 

5.22 

5.70 

5.55 

5.45 

5.41 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.50 

5.65 

5.34 

5.48 

5.45 

5.73 

5.74 

5.73 

■ 

AGE 

VJT 

00 

5.25 

5.32 

5.67 

6.03 

6.37 

6.47 

— 

g 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.48 

5.22 

5.44 

5.78 

6.U 

6.27 

SI8S8 

B 

ux 

GRADE 

5.63 

5.28 

5.20 

5.36 

5.73 

6,24 

6.39 

w 

B 

ux 

GT  AS 

5.39 

. 

5.55 

5.54 

5.55 

5.58 

5.65 

bh 

■ 

EDUCATION 

5.48 

5.53 

5.77 

5.48 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5.47 

5.64 

5.34 

Ml 

5.48 

5.63 

■ 

COMPONENT 

5.63 

5.30 

s§l§§ 

BR 

u 

■■ 

B 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.83 

5.29 

1 

Bl 

K7;':, 

HH 

g 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.35 

5.86 

gjjjjji 

mi 

B 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.91 

5.34 

1 

ibsii 

mu 

Hi 

mi 

B 

S 

D*  COMMENTS:  Previ ous  survey :  Region:  2  high,  3  low  0.87,  agrees; 

Age:  U  0.73<  agrees;  L.O.S.:  no  trend  0.85,  partially  agrees;  Hometown 
&  Education:  no  trend,  agrees. 
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A.  DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  NO. :  1013 

NAME:  Pepper-Pot  Soup  (green  pepper) 

class:  Soups 
SUBCLASS  (•>): 


MEAN  RATING:  5.22 
STD.  DEVIATION  I  2.30 
PERCENTILE  RANK  J  ,  6 

FORM  NO. :  6 

NO.  RATING  !  2068 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  23-  5 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS*. 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  I 

C  A  TEG  0  R  Y 


FATHER*  $ 
EDUCATION 


COMPONENT 


MARITAL 

STATUS 


5.56 


4.92 


5.67 


0.  COMMENTS 


LIVE  IN 
•ARRACKS 


SEPARATE 

RATIONS 


B  SIGNIF.  TREND 


R 

■ 

M 

0 

a.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  1014 

MEAN  RATING  : 

5.94 

NAME:  Tomato  Bouillon  Soup 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

2.03 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

23 

class:  Soups 

SUB  CLASS  (es) : 

FORM  NO. : 

5 

NO.  RATING  : 

2381 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

12.4 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previ ous-simi 1 ar 
Tomato  Soup:  6.22 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  ! 

CATEGORY 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.99 

5.94 

5.84 

5.93 

5. 85 

6.18 

5.95 

6.00 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.98 

5.69 

6. 04 

5.84 

6.04 

5.93 

5.58 

■ 

gi 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.13 

5.65 

5.94 

5.93 

5.85 

KB3 

5.68 

6.05 

■ 

gi 

AGE 

5.64 

5.79 

6.22 

6.32 

6.46 

6.42 

Q 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.85 

5.57 

5.68 

5.93 

6.07 

6.41 

6.37 

UX 

GRADE 

5.97 

5.65 

5 . 65 

5.79 

6.27 

6.39 

6.32 

ux 

GT  AS 

5.99 

5.77 

5.83 

6.01 

5.95 

6, 1 0 

■ 

EDUCATION 

5.71 

5. 99 

5.99 

5.98 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5.89 

5.89 

5.93 

5.95 

6.05 

. 

5.98 

■ 

COMPONENT 

6.01 

5.70 

_ : _ ; 

■11 

D 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

&ll  7 

5.71 

■11! 

HI 

— 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.73 

6.26 

: 

Hi 

g 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.26 

5.71 

■1 

M 

g 

S 

o.  comments: 
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A.  DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  NO.:  1015  MEANRATINO:  6.5-1 

NAME  I  Turkey  Rice  Soup  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.97 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  51 

class:  Soups 

SUB  CLASS  (••) :  FORM  NO.  :  2 

NO.  RATINS  '.  2629 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  6.4 

B.  RATINBS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKQROOND  CHARACTERISTICS  1 

CATEGORY 


12  S  4  S  8  7  B  9I0NIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.79 

6.43 

6.41 

6.59 

6.42 

6.61 

6.45 

6.59 

■ 

mi 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.28 

6.67 

HI 

6.54 

BM 

6.99 

Q 

H 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.31 

6,  26 

6.20 

mm 

6.52 

6.73 

tm 

u 

AGE 

6.26 

6,61 

6.81 

6.76 

6.99 

1 

ux 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

mt 

6.37 

6.20 

6.27 

—BE 

6.80 

6.87 

MBHM 

■a 

GRADE 

wm 

6.58 

6, 08 

in 

6.72 

6.9.6 

B9 

■Ml 

HI 

mm 

6.21 

6.34 

6.68 

6.51 

mm 

6.46 

16 

HSl 

■ 

EDUCATION 

m 

6.54 

mm 

6.59 

HI 

■ 

FATHER'S 

education 

6, 47 

6.45 

6.37 

■i 

Hi 

n 

m 

COMPONENT 

6.58 

6.26 

Ml 

mm 

an 

■HI 

Baia 

Hi 

M 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.  65 

6.38 

i!l!!!l!!!!!!l 

✓  \  /\ 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.37 

6.72 

IHIf 

hi 

HI 

MRS! 

M 

mm 

separate 

RATIONS 

U|| 

6.41 

MilM 

— 

■HI 

111 

Hi 

d.  comments: 


a.  description: 

food  no.:  1016  mean  rating:  6.76 

NAME  t  Tomato-Vegetabl  e  Soup  With  Noodles  3TD.  DEVIATION  :  1 . 83 

PERCENTILE  RANK  I  59 

class:  Soups 

SUB  CLASS  (es) :  FORM  NO.:  2 

NO.  RATING  *.  2717 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  3.2 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 

|  Z  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.00 

6.64 

6.71 

6.  82 

6.82 

Q| 

6.62 

6.49 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.69 

6.  89 

6.73 

6.59 

6. 96 

6.69 

7.03 

D 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.76 

6.83 

6. 62 

6.79 

6.79 

6.78 

6.-69 

6.65 

D 

AGE 

6.55 

mem 

6.54 

6.92 

7*.12 

7.32 

7.23 

8BM» 

D 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.73 

6.44 

6.48 

Da 

6.98 

7.25 

7.25 

HH 

UX 

GRAOE 

6.84 

6.50 

6.43 

6.68 

6.99 

7.27 

7.30 

M 

ux 

GTAS 

6.64 

6.  63 

7.00 

6.78 

6.76 

6.38 

Bl 

111 

D 

EDUCATION 

6.71 

6.  84 

6.58 

6.45 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.72 

6.78 

6.78 

ES 

6.91 

6.86 

D 

COMPONENT 

6.  83 

6.54 

nm 

BBM 

|^P 

— ■ 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.93 

6.59 

m 

HB 

H 

■HI 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.58 

7.02 

n 

■HI 

III 

ISIS 

B 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.99 

6.62 

— 

liiM 

DB 

■HI 

B 

S 

0.  comments: 
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A.  DESCRIPTION  : 

FOOD  NO. :  1101 

NAME:  Buttered  (fresh)  Green  Beans 


class:  Vegetables 

SUB  CLASS  (es) :  F 1  owe  r  s 


Fruits,  &  Seeds 


MEAN  RATING  *.  7.13 

STD.  DEVIATION  *.  1  . 64 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  76 

FORM  NO.  *.  2 

NO.  RATING  :  2781 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  1.0 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previ ous-i dent i cal :  6,90 

Previous  -similar: 

Buttered  Green  Beans  ( canned) :  6,80 
Buttered  Green  Str i ng  Beans:  7.11 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS 


2 


CATEGORY 

3  4  5  6 


SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.13 

7.06 

7.14 

7.13 

7.02 

7.26 

7.39 

6.99 

1 

REGION 

OF 

0RI3IN 

7.17 

7.16 

7.12 

6.96 

7.26 

7.21 

7.36 

■ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.14 

7.08 

6.99 

7.32 

7.1 1 

7.09 

6.97 

7 . 35 

AGE 

7.01 

7.03 

7.01 

7.19 

7.39 

7.43 

mm 

g 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.15 

6.85 

6.95 

7.14 

7.39 

7.49 

7.33 

■HI 

g 

ux 

GRADE 

7.28 

6.94 

7.01 

7.32 

7.46 

7.42 

X 

GT  AS 

6,  85 

6.87 

7.17 

7.14 

7.21 

7.03 

■ 

EDUCATION 

7.04 

7.15 

7.15 

7.22 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

7.11 

6.98 

7.13 

7.12 

7.48 

7.15 

■1 

COMPONENT 

7.21 

6,88 

!!!!!!!!!l!||l 

■M 

1— 

H 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.30 

6.97 

L_ _ 

Q 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.97 

7.38 

wm 

m 

1 

• 

g 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.36 

6.99 

■III 

im 

H 

S 

D.  COMMENTS!  Previ ous  survey:  Background  effects  not  anal yzed. 
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A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. ;  1102  MEAN  rating:  6.11 

NAME  :  l  ima  Beans  Boiled  with  Ham  Hocks  STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.35 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  30 

class:  Vegetabl  es 

SUB  CLASS  (e*) :  FI owers,  Frui ts  &  Seeds  FORM  NO. :  1 

NO.  RATING  :  2655 

%  NOT  TRIED  *.  5.  8 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  I 

Previous-identical;  6.28 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  : 

C  A  TEG  0  R  Y 


12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.05 

6,  26 

6.24 

6.16 

5.98 

6.17 

5.76 

5.62 

gi 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6,60 

5.79 

6.39 

7.07 

5.73 

4.41 

g 

Hi 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

hoi 

Bfl 

6. 06 

6. 17 

6.25 

5.71 

5.42 

5.50 

g 

d 

AGE 

5.65 

5.61 

CM 

O 

* 

6.96 

6.86 

■MBIi 

g 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.50 

5.49 

5.73 

6.20 

6.  57, 

6.72 

6.92 

illil 

g 

u 

GRADE 

. 

6,01 

5.42 

5.75 

5.92 

6.69 

6.71 

6.98. 

g 

ux 

GT  AS 

6,40 

6.39 

6.32 

5.88 

Bi 

IISKip 

M— 

Q 

d 

EDUCATION 

6.35 

6.19 

6.10  3 

5.62 

■ 

D 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.40 

HH 

6. 18 

5.83 

6.30 

H 

■a 

COMPONENT 

6.27 

5.62 

SfiS 

■■II 

lllll 

■ 

BB 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.53 

5.70 

HH 

— 

list 

Ml 

H 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.77 

6.58 

wsst 

■a 

g 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6, 60 

5.77 

Bll 

— i 

— 

Hi 

H 

S 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previ ous  survey:  Region:  6  high,  8  low  2.30,  agre@s| 
Hometown  &  Age:  significant  but  no  trencj,  disagrees;  Education: 

D  0. 95,  agrees;  L.O.S.:  D  0.70,  marked  reversal, 
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a.  description: 


FOOD  NO. :  1 1 04 

MEAN  RATING  : 

5.58 

NAME:  Buttered  Broccoli 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

2.49 

class:  Vegetables 

SUB  CLASS  (es) :  F 1  owe  r  s ,  Fruits  &  Seeds 

PERCENTILE  RANK  /. 

1  3 

FORM  NO. : 

5 

NO.  RATING  : 

2383 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

12.2 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-identical:  5.59 

Previous-simi 1 ar : 

Broccol i  4. 56 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 


12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.84 

5.74 

5.54 

bum 

5.36 

5.53 

5.59 

5.72 

D 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

H9 

5.46 

5.48 

5.63 

5.55 

5.60 

5.96 

H 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.55 

5.26 

HI 

5.43 

5.73 

5.74 

6. 15 

5.30 

D 

u 

AGE 

oa 

5.25 

5.45 

5.81 

5.89 

5.98 

as 

m 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.36 

5.28 

5.35 

5.30 

6.17 

5.90 

6.03 

;L:v  ;p> 

g 

u 

GRADE 

5.49 

ED 

5.50 

5.26 

5.82 

5.87 

6.30 

g 

u 

GT  AS 

5.52 

5.23 

5.46 

5.57 

5.64 

5.72 

D 

EDUCATION 

5.23 

5.56 

5.85 

5.95 

D 

u  . 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

m 

5.62 

5.31 

5.59 

5.99 

5.58 

COMPONENT 

5.63 

5.36 

Hull 

MM 

— 

IlUlll 

D 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.80 

5.34 

SMI 

§§§[§§ 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.37 

5.85 

_ _ : _ 

Q 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.90 

5.36 

IBIlllSiEI 

■M 

■1 

M 

IIIIIIIIIIII 

B 

s 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previ ous  survey:  Background  effects  not  anal yzed. 
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A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  11 07  mean  ratino  :  7.18 

NAME  *,  creamed  Corn  STD.  DEVIATION  :  1.59 

PERCENTILE  RANK  79 

class:  Vegetables 

SUB  CLASS  (•») :  Flowers,  Fruits  &  Seeds  FORM  NO. :  4 

NO.  RATINO  :  2728 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  0.  4 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-identical:  6.89 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATE  GORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.15 

7.20 

7.18 

7.12 

00 

CNJ 

r^. 

7.13 

7.13 

7.33 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.24 

7.27 

7.22 

7 . 1  8 

7.28 

7.06 

7.23 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.25 

BB 

7.21 

7.24 

7.01 

7.16 

7.23 

BB 

AGE 

7.38 

7.13 

7.16 

7.13 

7.05 

6.93 

7.26 

mi 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

7.35 

7.27 

7.07 

7.12 

7.28 

7.18 

7.16 

GRADE 

7.39 

7.18 

7.12 

7.1 1 

7.14 

7.25 

7.25 

GT  AS 

7.18 

7.18 

7.28 

7.22 

7.19 

6.79 

MM 

B 

EDUCATION 

7.13 

7.29 

HI 

7.14 

6.98 

FATHER’ S 

education 

7.20 

7.20 

7.27 

7.17 

7.16 

component 

7.20 

7.10 

llllilllilll 

■■■ 

|Pf|§§ 

■i 

III 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.17 

7.19 

in 

— ■ 

Hit 

nu 

— 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

7.19 

7.16 

ill 

— 

■■■ 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

7.14 

7.21 

— 

W 

«§ 

n 

d.  comments:  p£  evi ous  survey:  Background  effects  not  anal yzed. 
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A.  description: 


FOOD  NO. :  1108 

MEAN  RATINQ  : 

5.65 

NAME  :  French -Fried  Eggplant 

STD*  DEVIATION  : 

2.62 

PERCENTILE  RANK  a, 

14 

class:  Vegetabl es 

SUB  class  (es) :  Flowers,  Fruits  &  Seeds 

FORM  NO.  : 

5 

NO.  RATING  : 

2037 

%  NOT  TRIED  t 

24.9 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-identical;  5.34 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  V 

CATEGORY 


I  Z  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.84 

5.79 

5.75 

.  5.48 

5.32 

5.75 

5.59 

5.73 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.92 

5.32 

5.49 

5.01 

6.09 

5.70 

g 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.91 

5.77 

5.40 

5.58 

5.47 

5.69 

5.76 

■ 

AGE 

4.52 

5.38 

Bsa 

5.65 

6,42 

6.39 

6.57 

Bill 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.21 

g^| 

5.32 

5.32 

5.77 

6.49 

6.40 

u 

GRAOE 

5.39 

mm 

5.21 

Bill 

5.99 

6.46 

6.23 

g 

1 

GTAS 

5.28 

5.78 

5.72 

5.55 

5.58 

— 1 

■ 

EDUCATION 

Bn 

HI 

5.90 

5.97 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5.85 

5.57 

5.69 

H3 

5.40 

■ 

COMPONENT 

5.68 

5.47 

JJjjJ 

— 

MU 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

m 

EB3 

MW 

HS 

— 

— M 

■ill 

g 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.28 

6. 10 

— 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.07 

5.35 

M 

mm 

— 

jjWI 

g 

s 

D.  COMMENTS:  Prev  i ous  survey:  Region:  1  &  6  high,  North  Central  low  1.67, 
partially  agrees;  Hometown:  D  0,64,  disagrees;  Age:  U  1.68,  agrees; 
Education;  no  effect,  agrees;  L.O.S.:  U  1 . 08,  agrees. 
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MEAN  RATING  :  6.  78 
STD.  DEVIATION  J  1.78 
PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  61 

FORM  NO. :  1 

NO.  RATING  :  2819 
%  NOT  TRIED  :  °-  2 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGORY 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  signif.  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

6,91 

6.89 

6.  80 

6.,  66 

6, 67 

6.83 

6.77 

6.86 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.53 

6.43 

6.74 

6.82 

6. 96 

6.87 

B 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6,76 

6.55 

6.71 

6.84 

6,96 

6.88 

6.75 

6.87 

B 

AGE 

6.88 

6.69 

6.82 

6.88 

6.97 

Bfjjjf 

■a 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.89 

Q| 

6.54 

6.83 

6.94 

6.84 

6.96 

■n 

Q 

X 

GRAOE 

7.01 

6.78 

6.58 

6.75 

6.92 

6.92 

6.94 

X 

GTAS 

6.56 

6. 64 

6.94 

6.85 

6.81 

11 

— 

B 

EDUCATION 

6.72 

6.73 

7,08 

6.84 

7.00 

B 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

6.86 

6.69 

6.77 

6.75 

6.73 

6.72 

6.86 

B 

COMPONENT 

6.82 

6,71 

ism 

m 

H 

■111 

B 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.88 

6.70 

Bill 

BH 

bb 

■I 

gjjjfj 

B 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.74 

6.86 

HU 

■n 

nm 

iBIlf 

fl 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.87 

6.75 

■I: 

■HI 

— 

C*  COMMENTS!  Previ qus  survey;  Background  effects  not  analyzed. 


A.  description  : 

FOOD  NO. :  1110 

NAME:  Buttered  Green  Peas 
class:  Vegetables 

SUBCLASS  (e») :  FI  owers,  Fruits  &  Seeds 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-identical:  6,99 


a.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  1112  mean  rating:  5.03 

name:  Fried  Summer  Squash  STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.60 

percentile  rank  :  4 

class:  Vegetables 

subclass  (es):  Flowers,  Fruits  &  Seeds  FORM  NO. :  4 

NO.  RATING  :  2329 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  1^-9 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS: 

Previous-identical:  5.04 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  t 

CATEGORY 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

4.93 

5.08 

5.17 

4.93 

4.91 

5.09 

5-01 

4.95 

g 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.52 

4.87 

4.76 

4.46 

5.65 

4.55 

5.37 

Q 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.53 

5.24 

4.69 

4.94 

5.03 

4.93 

4.24 

Q 

n 

AGE 

4.58 

4.85 

4.84 

5.20 

5.50 

5.37 

5.71 

g 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.20 

4.85 

4.79 

4.80 

BB 

5.87 

5.49 

B 

X 

GRADE 

4.77 

4.79 

4.80 

5.00 

4.99 

5.86 

5.49 

u 

GT  AS 

5.40 

5.28 

5. 18 

4.97 

4.77 

m 

B 

EDUCATION 

4.97 

5.05 

— — - — -  '  - — 

5.O6 

5.04 

B 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5/15 

5.20 

BS 

4.70 

5.08 

g 

COMPONENT 

5.11 

4.73 

l—l 

I 

IB 

■■■ 

B 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.27 

4.80 

■HI 

Bill 

m 

— 

■I 

H 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

4.85 

5.32 

MM 

■HI 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.33 

4.84 

llilltiStlli 

, 

— 1 

■1111 

— 

S 

D.  COMMENTS:  previ ous  survey:  Region:  2  &  6  high,  3  &  7  low  1.32, 

disagrees;  Hometown:  D  1.14,  agrees;  Age:  U  0.81,  agrees;  Education: 
no  effect,  agrees;  L.O.S.:  no  effect,  disagrees. 
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A.  DESCRIPTION 


FOOD  NO. :  1113  mean  rating  :  5.  82 

NAME :  Succotash  (lima  beans  and  whole  STD.  deviation  :  2.17 

.  L1  kernel  corn)  percentile  rank  :  19 

CLASS.  Vegetables 

SUB  class  (e*) :  FI  owers,  Frui  ts  &  Seeds  FORM  NO.:  3 

no.  rating:  2704 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  3.  9 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-identical:  6.29 

Previous-similar: 

Succotash:  5.51 

Succotash  (creamed  corn  with  lima  beans):  5.92 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


CATE  GORY 

12  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.81 

5.80 

6.00 

5.84 

5.68 

5.73 

5.67 

5. 

70 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.96 

5.56 

5.48 

5.49 

6.31 

6.02 

5. 

1 1 

** 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.97 

5.78 

5.85 

5.84 

5.95 

5.55 

5.67 

5. 

57 

AGE 

5.52 

5.68 

5.62 

6. 14 

6.00 

6.01 

6.37 

Vc  Vc 

U 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.86 

5.58 

5.49 

5.90 

6.22 

5.  86 

6.21 

/'c  Vc 

X 

GRADE 

5.87 

5.64 

5.58 

5.72 

6. 1 3 

6. 10 

6.18 

*  * 

X 

G  T  AS 

5.76 

6.04 

6, 08 

5.94 

5.67 

5.45 

** 

d 

EDUCATION 

. 

5.85 

5.75 

5.88 

5.85 

FATHER'S 

EDUCATION 

5.83 

5.85 

5.90 

1 

5.75 

5.94 

5. 

75 

COMPONENT 

5.92 

5.50 

lllilllllll 

** 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.01 

5.64 

' 

"" . 

•; 

** 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.69 

6. 03 

/V  is 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6,01 

5.71 

lllilllllll!! 

** 

s 

D.  COMMENTS?  Previous  survey:  Region:  6  high,  8  low  1.34,  agrees; 

Hometown  &  Education:  no  effect,  agrees,  Age  &  L.O.S.:  no  effect, 
di sagrees. 
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a.  description: 


FOOD  NO. :  1203 

MEAN  KATINS  5 

0 

00 

NAME:  Fresh  SI  iced  Tomatoes 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

1.59 

CLASS:  Vegetables 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

98 

•  •  •  .  • 

SUBCLASS  (m)  :  FI owers,  Fruits  &  Seeds 

FORM  NO.  *. 

2,7 

NO.  RATINQ  *. 

5426 

%  NOT  TRIED 

00 

o 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previous-identical:  7,90 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  ? 

C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 


12  3  4  8  6  7  8  siqnif,  trend 


ARMY 

AREA 

7.74 

7.83 

7.79 

7.86 

7.79 

7.78 

BB 

1 

m 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

7.90 

7.74 

7.91 

7.77 

7.96 

7.71 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

7.98 

7.82 

7.80 

7.75 

7. 66 

- 

7.79 

■H 

D 

AGE 

7.56 

7.68 

7.82 

7.92 

8. 10 

BIS 

in 

KH 

Hi 

LENGTH 

QF 

SERVICE 

7.66 

7.56 

7.74 

7.86 

—1 

8,02 

8.05 

■HI 

u 

GRADE 

7.76 

7.55 

7.71 

7.74 

7.91 

8.27 

H 

B 

U 

GTAS 

7. 44 

7.60 

7.78 

7.91 

7.90 

mi 

M 

HH 

u 

EDUCATION 

7.79 

7.86 

7.76 

■ 

FATHER’S 

education 

7 . 82 

7.84 

7.83 

bbi 

—II 

■  ■ 

7.79 

■ 

7.82 

7.76 

— 

HI 

1 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

7.98 

7.65 

MB 

— 

as?* 

Hii 

M 

5 

M 

LIVE  IN 
RARRACKS 

7.76 

8.04 

■MR 

HRRR 

HI 

HUB 

Mjfgjjl 

HH 

B 

0 

separate 

RATIONS 

8.02 

7.68 

■BH 

— 

HUB 

■1 

— 

g 

s 

C*  COMMENTS?  Previous  survey:  Background  effects  not  analyzed 


a.  description: 


FOOD  NO. :  1 1 1 4 

MEAN  RATING  *. 

5.75 

NAME:  French-Fried  Tomatoes 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

2.43 

class:  Vegetables 

subclass  (es):  Flowers,  Fruits  &  Seeds 

PERCENTILE  RANK  l 

17 

FORM  NO.  t 

7 

NO.  RATING  : 

1743 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

34.7 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 

Previ ous-simi 1 ar: 

Fresh  Grilled  Tomatoes:  6,36 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


C  AT  E  G  0  RY 

I  2  3  4  0  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.47 

5.78 

6.02 

5.59 

5.56 

5.51 

5.94 

5.81 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.98 

5.49 

5. 66 

6.20 

5.59 

* 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6.19 

5.97 

5.55 

5.79 

5.48 

5.39 

5.44 

** 

d 

AGE 

5.56 

5.53 

5.53 

5.91 

6.29 

5.93 

6.04 

* 

U 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.84 

5. 19 

5.44 

5.75 

5.89 

6. 14 

** 

ux 

GRADE 

5.93 

5.56 

5.37 

5.70 

5.89 

6.15 

/V 

X 

GT  AS 

6.05 

5.94 

6.00 

5.52 

5.07 

■ 

D 

EDUCATION 

5.85 

5.73 

5.42 

5.67 

■ 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5.  82 

5.80 

5.82 

5.70 

Hi 

5.74 

■ 

COMPONENT 

5.81 

5.49 

H 

m 

flfl 

■ 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.94 

5.53 

HI 

|f§g§ 

— 

!®ll 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.53 

6.02 

HB 

BUM 

Ill  1 1 5 

liil 

g 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.97 

5.60 

g88&88Sa§8gg888SS8888g88§ 

■■ 

mi 

null 

B 

s 

o.  comments: 


A.  DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  NO.:  1115  MEAN  RATING*.  5.43 

NAME:  Scalloped  Tomatoes  (baked  with  suqar,  STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.36 

Salt,  pepper  and  onions)  PERCENTILE  RANK  :  10 

class:  Vegetables 

SUB  CLASS  (••) :  Flowers,  Fruits  Sc  Seeds  FORM  NO. :  3 

NO.  RATING  *.  2358 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  1  6.4 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS : 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 


D.  comments: 
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a.  description: 

FOOD  NO. :  1105  mean  rating:  4.87 

NAME:  Sweet-Sour  Cabbage  (  sugar  &  vinegar)  STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.31 

PERCENTILE  RANK  I  2 

class:  Vegetables 

SUB  CLASS  Us) :  Leaves  &  S  terns  FORM  NO. :  6 

NO.  RATING  :  2115 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  21.6 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  t 

Previous-identical:  5.25 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

CATEGOR  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

4.99 

5.08 

4.77 

4.84 

4.90 

4.95 

5.08 

4.20 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

4.80 

4.54 

4.95 

4.40 

5.14 

4.95 

JU  JU 
/\  /\ 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.09 

5.10 

4.84 

5.05 

4.58 

4.29 

4.66 

JL  ^ 

/\ 

d 

AGE 

4,16 

4.51 

4.77 

4.70 

5.62 

5.71 

5.60 

** 

U 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

4,60 

4.14 

4.49 

4.74 

5.50 

5.58 

*  * 

UX 

GRADE 

4.67 

4.33 

4.47 

4.77 

5. 19 

5.57 

5.53 

** 

ux 

GT  AS 

5.31 

4.97 

4.88 

4.83 

4.80 

4.82 

EDUCATION 

4.75 

4.85 

4.91 

4.99 

FATHER*  S 

EDUCATION 

4.95 

4.91 

4.81 

4.64 

5.02 

COMPONENT 

4.92 

4.68 

I'*. 

' 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.27 

4.43 

** 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

4.57 

5.28 

** 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5. 34 

4.56 

** 

S 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previous  survey:  Region:  6  high,  2  low  0.92,  partially 
agrees;  Hometown:  D  0.63,  agrees;  Age:  U  0.53,  agrees;  Education: 
D  0.66,  disagrees;  L.O.S. :  no  effect,  disagrees. 


a.  description: 
food  no.  :  n  i  l 

NAME:  Spinach  with  Cheese  Sauce 

class:  Vegetables 

sub  class  (es) :  Leaves  &  Stems 


mean  rating:  4.55 
STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.50 

PERCENTILE  RANK  I  1 

FORM  NO.  *.  2 

NO.  RATING  '.  2200 

%  NOT  TRIED  *.  21.7 


B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previgitis-identical  :  4.73 

Previous-similar: 

Spinach  Baked  with  Cheese  4.71 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  A  T  E  G  O  R  Y 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

4.57 

4.50 

4.72 

4.55 

4.34 

4.32 

4.40 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

4/82 

5.31 

4.45 

4.28 

4.69 

4.36 

4.59 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

4.46 

4.29 

4.28 

4.83 

4.52 

4.69 

4.58 

4.91 

■ 

■ 

AGE 

4.03 

4.48 

4.40 

4.71 

4.84 

4.91 

5.23 

£££ 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

4.31 

4.32 

4.  32 

5.04 

5.01 

4.94 

U 

GRADE 

4.48 

4.42 

4.33 

4.37 

4.93 

4.88 

4.73 

B 

U 

G  T  AS 

4.79 

4.74 

4.42 

4. 46 

. 

4.80 

B 

EDUCATION 

4.40 

4.47 

4.52 

4.74 

B 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

4.48 

4.36 

4.58 

4.62 

4.47 

B 

COMPONENT 

4.62 

4.35 

mill 

B 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

4.71 

4.41 

BBS! 

11® 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

4. 44 

4.72 

■91 

B 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

4.73 

4.46 

■  | 

B 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previous  survey:  Background  effects  not  analyzed 


A.  DESCRIPTION : 

FOOD  NO.:  1103  MEAN  rating:  5.33 

NAME:  Harvard  Beets  (thickened  vinegar  sauce)  STD.  deviation  :  2.27 

PERCENTILE  RANK  *.  7 

class:  Vegetables 

subclass  (e$):  Roots  &  Bulbs  form  no.:  1 

NO.  RATING  :  2  364 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  1  1  •  ^ 

B.  RATINOS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-identical:  5.46 


C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  *. 

C  A  T  E  G  0  R  Y 

I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.42 

5.49 

5.36 

5.21 

5.34 

5.33 

5.24 

5.25 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.25 

4.67 

5.06 

5.26 

5.56 

5.40 

5.66 

** 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.55 

5.27 

5.34 

5.20 

5.18 

5.32 

5.35 

5.17 

AGE 

4.84 

5.20 

5.14 

5.51 

5.81 

5.88 

5.91 

"k  Vc 

u 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

5.07 

5.11 

5.05 

5.30 

5.69 

5.75 

5.82 

/V  /V 

u 

GRADE 

' 

5.19 

5.05 

5.06 

5.24 

5.59 

5.81 

5.81 

** 

U 

GT  AS 

5.50 

5.49 

5.29 

5.49 

5.28 

5.01 

EDUCATION 

5.26 

5.37 

5.35 

5.00 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5.31 

5.44 

5.34 

5.18 

5.37 

COMPONENT 

5.39 

5.12 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.65 

S 

5.03 

. 

** 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.09 

5.70 

*  * 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.72 

5.10 

_ 

-k  Vc 

s 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previous  survey:  Background  effeqts  not  analyzed. 
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a.  description: 

FOOD  no.  :  1106  mean  rating:  5.75 

name:  Buttered  Carrots  STD.  DEVIATION  :  2.25 

PERCENTILE  RANK  :  17 

class:  Vegetables 

SUB  CLASS  (es) :  Roots  &  Bulbs  FORM  NO.:  3 

NO.  RATING  :  2741 

%  NOT  TRIED  :  2.7 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-identical:  6.12 


e.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  V 

C  A  T  E  GORY 


I  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  SIGNIF.  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

5.99 

5.77 

5.67 

5.62 

5.70 

6.04 

5.80 

5.60 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.32 

5.90 

5.76 

5.79 

5.35 

5.88 

6.80 

B 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.48 

5.76 

5.80 

5.76 

5.75 

5.89 

5.  82 

HI 

AGE 

5.52 

5.63 

5.84 

5.73 

5.75 

5.94 

6.12 

B 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

• 

5.98 

5.47 

5.63 

5.75 

mm 

5.58 

6.02 

— 

B 

X 

GRADE 

6.04 

5.59 

5.60 

5.56 

5.88 

iom 

pn 

B 

X 

GT  AS 

5.40 

5.79 

5.60 

5.82 

5.84 

5. 66 

EDUCATION 

sia 

5.72 

6.02 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5.42 

5.72 

5.82 

5.86 

_ 

5.44 

B 

u 

COMPONENT 

5.76 

5.72 

■1111 

* 

Hi 

■III 

B 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

5.81 

5.69 

II1B1 

IIIIIII 

1BBB1 

— 

B 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

5.65 

5.89 

BiH 

HI 

■11* 

■1 

B 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

5.85 

5.69 

ISIS 

BB 

B 

d.  comments:  Previ ou s  Survey:  Background  effects  not  analyzed. 
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description: 

FOOD  NO. :  1109 

MEAN  RATING  : 

6.54 

NAME!  French-Fried  Onions 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

2.36 

PERCENTILE  RANK  I 

52 

class:  Vegetables 

sub  class  (es) :  Roots  &  Bulbs 

FORM  NO. : 

b 

NO.  RATING  : 

2609 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

3.7 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  : 

Previous-identical:  5.77 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  BACKGROUND  CHARACTERISTICS  1 


CATEGO  RY 

|  2  3  4  8  «  7  B  SIONIF,  TREND 


ARMY 

AREA 

6.77 

6.66n 

6.48 

6.44 

6.60 

6.34 

6.71 

6. 67 

■ 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

6.46 

6.30 

6.76 

6.48 

6.54 

Ei 

HI 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

6. 40 

6.53 

6.61 

6.81 

6, 60 

6.38 

Ql | 

EH 

■ 

H 

AGE 

6.15 

6.49 

6.46 

6.46 

mm 

an 

— 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

6.53 

6.42 

6.35 

6.45 

6.92 

_ 

EH 

IE 

u 

GRADE 

6.49 

6.53 

6. 36 

6.27 

6. 65 

m 

Hi 

GT  AS 

6.17 

6.30 

6.36 

6, 60 

UJi 

■■ 

B 

u 

EDUCATION 

6.42 

6.50 

6.81 

6.63 

FATHER’  $ 

EDUCATION 

6.51 

6. 62 

6.41 

6.46 

6.93 

6.52 

COMPONENT 

6.57 

6.47 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

6.79 

6.30 

. . Illlfj 

- 

l  •  i 

VoV 

M 

LIVE  IN 

BARRACKS 

6.37 

6,  80 

Vc  /V 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

6.82 

6.39 

JU 

/\ 

S 

D.  COMMENTS:  Previ  ous  Survey:  Region,  Hometown  &  Education:  no  trend, 
agrees;  Age!  U  1 ,4b,  agrees;  L.O.S.:  D  0.79,  disagrees. 
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A.  description: 


FOOD  NO.;  1202 

MEAN  RATING  : 

5.00 

NAME!  Buttered  Turnips 

STD.  DEVIATION  : 

2.43 

PERCENTILE  RANK  : 

4 

class:  Vegetables 

SUB  class  (es) :  Roots  &  Bulbs 

FORM  NO. : 

A 1  1 

NO.  RATING  : 

16,892 

%  NOT  TRIED  : 

12.4 

B.  RATINGS  FOR  SIMILAR  FOODS  t 

Previous-identical:  5.01 
Previous-simi 1  ar : 

Diced  Buttered  Turnips  4.72 

C.  RELATIONSHIP  WITH  8ACKQR0UND  CHARACTERISTICS  J 

CATEGORY 


I  2  3  4  S  S  7  8  SKIMP)  TRIMS 


ARMY 

AREA 

BBI 

5.08 

5.11 

4.96 

4.86 

4.96 

4.87 

4.84 

m 

n 

REGION 

OF 

ORIGIN 

5.13 

4.55 

4.72 

■  i 

4.60 

5.53 

4.81 

5.33 

B9 

■1 

HOMETOWN 

TYPE 

5.32 

5.07 

4.98 

5.01 

4.92 

4.80 

4.75 

4.54 

MS 

m 

AGE 

■ 

4.50 

4.72 

4.  82 

5.19 

5.47 

5.48 

5.  81 

|  f 

B] 

M 

LENGTH 

OF 

SERVICE 

4.76 

wm 

4.72 

4.84 

5.40 

§§Q| 

5.58 

Vr  /V 

ux 

GRADE 

4.85 

4.58 

4.73 

4.  80 

5.38 

5.66 

5.43 

B9 

ux 

QT  AS 

5.47 

5.15 

5.23 

5. 10 

4.85 

4.45 

11 

§g§|§ 

EDUCATION 

4.96 

5.06 

4.  80 

4.79 

4,92 

M 

MB 

FATHER’S 

EDUCATION 

5.06 

5.02 

4.92 

5.03 

■ 

H 

COMPONENT 

5.07 

4.77 

I 

Mil 

■HI 

/V  v<* 

RA 

MARITAL 

STATUS 

EBI 

4.70 

IBB 

wm 

MB 

Q 

M 

LIVE  IN 
BARRACKS 

4.77 

5.34 

■V*-  JL 
✓\  /\ 

0 

SEPARATE 

RATIONS 

B(B 

4.78 

A  /> 

S 

D»  ^ 0MMENT8!  Previous  survey:  Region:  no  effect,  agrees;  Hometown, 

Age,  &  L.O.S.:  no  effect,  disagrees;  Education:  no  trend  1.10,  agrees. 
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